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PREFACE. 


CHE Author of The Proteſtant 
Flail ſets forth in his Preface, 
that“ A certain Perſon in the 
“ North of England, being con- 
e vinced in his Judgment, that 
<« ſprinkling Infants with Wa- 

c ter, was not the Baptiſm of 
& Chrift, &c. writ and publiſhed a ſhort Letter, 
« addreſſing bimſelf to the Clergy of the Church of 
«© Engiand in the County of Northumberland,” &c. 
And all that he requeſted (as this Author acquaints 
us in his firſt Chapter, p.3.) was, that they would 
n the Scripture Reaſons for the Practice of Infant- 
Baptiſm; as if his Letter had been, properly, an 
Addreſs, or a Requeſt, to the Clergy, to be bet- 


ter informed, if he was miſtaken in his Judgment, 


in ſo material a Point. 

AND had this been really the Caſe, the Letter- 
writer would have been treated with great Ten- 
derneſs, and perhaps might have found full Satiſ- 
faction too from his Enquiry. But his Conduct 
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and Temper were of another Kind. Inſtead of 
adareſſing the Clergy like a ſerious Man, he openly 
challenged them (p. 3.) and called upon the moſt 
Learned and Wiſe among them (p. 6.) to prove what 
he demanded of them; for, he ſays, he doth not 


love to pin his Faith upon their Sleeves (p.6.) He 


charged them, abſurdly enough, with unchriſtian- 
ing the Quakers for denying Baptiſm to Infants (p. 4.) 


and for that Cauſe only (p. 5.) With being unjuſt 


P. 13, 18, 
and 15, 


and uncharitable in doing ſo (p.3.) highly unjuſt in it 
(p.7.) He repreſented them as fal/e Miniſters (p.12.) 
hn preach Chriſt for filthy Lucre's Sake, Lovers 


of flattering Titles, who would be accounted the Mi- 


niſters of Chriſt (p.11.) He treated the Admini- 
{tration of Bapriſm according to the Ulage of 


the Catholick Church, with great Scorn and Pe- 


tulance throughout his Letter; and concluded, 
that they who know the Baptiſiu of Chriſt by Expe- 
rience, will not ſuffer themſelves to be impos'd upon 
by the Ignorance or Tricks of deſegning Men, who make 
a Gain of Godlineſs (p.12.) To this he added a 
Poſt{cript, wherein he introduced a very learned 
Man, and a great Ornament of the Church, 
ſpeaking partly like az Anabaptiſt, and partly like 
a Duaker. | | 

THE Piece thus dreſſed out and finiſhed, he 
cauſed to be privately printed, and then he went. 
about diſtributing it in Northumberland among 
the People. 


Axp this the Author of the Hail thinks ought 


to have been looked upon by the Clergy as an 
Addreſs, or a Requeſ# to them. And perhaps he 
takes it to be a decent and modeſt one too. But 
they muſt have been more ignorant and undiſ- 
cerning than the Letter-writer repreſents them, 
if they could have been of this Author's Opinion. 
HowEveR, what gave the greateſt Offence to 
as many as were ſenſible of the Abuſe, was the 
- inju- 
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injurious Treatment of Biſhop Taylor in the Poſt- 
{cript, which occaſioned the Publication of a lit- 
tle Piece, entitled, 4 Yindication of Biſhop Tay- 
lor, Sc. to which were added a few Strictures 
upon the Letter itſelf, as a ſhort, but ſeaſonable 
Reprehenſion of the Writer of it, for falling foul 
on the Clergy of a whole County, without any 
Provocation that appeared, and who were as un- 
deſerving ſuch Uſage (at leaft in the Vindicator's 
Opinion) as any Body of Paſtors in this or any 
other Kingdom. This Reply (if a few flight 
Remarks may be called ſo) tho' it had nothing 
cither of that Learning or Wiſdom which the Lei- 
ter-writer called for (for that had been treatin 
him too much out of his own Way) yet it had 
Significancy enough to do his Buſineſs, and to 
ſhew that his Zeal as much outſtrip'd his Know- 
ledge, as it ſpoiled his Manners ; and that altho' 
he wrote with as great Aſſurance and Sufficiency, 
yet he was ſo far from underftanding what he 
was writing about, that his own Way of Argu- 
ing terminated in thoſe very Concluſions which 
he had been charging the Clergy with as their 
own, and cenſuring as falſe and uncharitable. 
Tuis happencd to have ſo good an Effect up- 
on the Letter- writer, that nothing more hath 
been ſince heard cither of his writing or-diſper- 
ſing Books; and his Indifcretion as well as his 
Letter were in a fair Way of being forgotten, 
had not a third Perſon come at length with a 
long Flail, threatning to chaſtiſe the Yindicator 
for his poor Peum Pamphlet, and to defend and 
patronize the Letter gbriter. Indeed he fairly tells 
us the Reaſon why he intereſts himſelf in this 
Matter. It ſeems he himſelf was deeply con- 
cerned in the moſt material Point which related 
to Biſhop Taylor, and upon which the Vindicator 
had been moſt ſeyere. For he ſays, in Page 4 
. rt 
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The PREFACE 


yth of his Preface, that © zhe Author of the Lei. 
ce ter, conſcious of his own Innocence, and far from 


00 deſiguing any thing that was unfair by the Quota- 


& tion, not having the Biſhop's Book by him, let a 
&« Friend of his, from whoſe Writings be had taken 
&« it, ſee in what manner he was attacked, who there- 
pon promiſed to clear him of the unjuſt Aſperſions 
& which that Miiter had caſt upon him.“ 

SINCE then our Author owns that theſe Quo- 
rations were taken from his own H/ritings, it is 
but juſt to clear the Letter- writer (who relied 
upon his Credit and Fidelity) of ſo much of the 
Charge as he appears to have incurr'd by taking 
what he did upon Truft. Only let this be re— 
member'd, that till this Diſcovery was made, 
the Lerter-vriter, like all thoſe who report Scan- 


dal, was juſtly chargeable with the Injury done 


to the Biſhop's Memory, till he gave up his Au— 
thor, or his Author, as in this Caſe, voluntarily 
took the Accuſation upon himſelf. And from 
this Time the Letter-writer might have been ac- 
quitted of any fraudulent. Deſigns in his Po#/cripr, 
had not this Advocate for him milmanaged his 
Cauſe, and in pleading it, confeſſed his Client 
guilty; as will be fecn, when we coine to exa- 
mine his pretended Defence in the firit Chapter. 
So that from the inconſiſtent Accounts which 
are given, there and here, it becomes hard to diſ- 
cover which of them was the Principal, or chief 
Agent, and which an Acceſſory, or the Inſtru- 
ment in this Affair. But they ſhare the whole 
Acculation between them, and mult make the 
beſt o it. And how well our Author clears ei- 
ther himſelf or the other in this Cauſe, will be 

ſeen hereaiter. | 
Id the mean time, as to what he ſays a little 
further, in his Preface, of the Vindicator's having 
e treated the Letter-wwriter in an ungentleinan-liks 
& manners 
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* mguner, and with great Scorn and Contempt, 1 
hiading him, For the future, to meddle no far- 111 
© ther with the Clergy of that County, than to 
carry them Holland for their Shirts, and Cam- a 
© brick for their Bands, and be content with 16 
„ juch Buſineſs as he was bred to; had he but [! 
rewne added (as he ſhould have done merely ; 
er Muftration fake) that che Leiter- auriter was & ill 
Conntry Pediar, the Advice, which was given him 14 
+ conſfider'd expreſly under that Capacity, might V. 1 
157 have ſeem'd ſo unſeaſonable, or the Language p. 2 
0 unbecoming. It Canuot. ſurely, be an unhand- 
{me Treatment of any Man, to adviſe him to 
rind his own Trade and Calling, and to take 
heed left he expoſe and hurt himicif by meddling 
with ſuch Things as arc out of his Road. 4 
P e41ar, conſider'd in his own proper Butineſs, is 
3» far from deſerving Contempt, and as far from 
1 with it among Men of Senſe and Man- 

„ as any other Perſon. And yet, -a Pedlar in 
Controverſy, or a Pedlar in Print, may happen to 
nake a very indifferent Figure; and, conſider'd 
% Hiite, be as low as tis poſſible for a Man 
o fink in the Eſteem of all ſenſible Judges. Nor 

chore any Way of helping this, it tuck Perſons 
'whether Pediars or no) as Know not the right 
Dil of an Argument from the wrong Side, will 

eds ſet up for Diſputants and Controvertiſts. 
They will not be treated like Gentlemen and Fc ho- 
ars, as our Author ſeems to expect his Friend 
hould have been treated; but they will be uſed 
mall fuch Writers are, w ith that Dileſteem which 
they unneceſtarily bring upon themſelves. The 
lndeſt Service that can be done them, when 
fs 5 will not receive Inſtruction, is to give them 
1 friendly Correction, as may be likely to pre- 
16 them from all ſuch Attempts for the future 
| will only draw upon them Scern and W 
or, 
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wil I be PRE FAC E. 
For, as was ſaid above, it is impoſſible any Wri- X 


ter ſhould eſcape theſe, who will boidly venture 
to /peak upon Subjects upon which he hath not 


yet learned to think. F 
Tur Reaſon given at the Concluſion of the Il 
p. 7. Prof, P 3 why this Deic nce of our Author's is en- u 
5 d the Prote ſtant Flail (tor it is uſual with the 72 
Quaſers to call their Books by fuch Names as re- f. 
— an Interpretation) is pretty remarkable. I?! 
Mn wink, 4 ays he, how ſucceſsfully they (viz, MW { 
« (ome of our firit Reſormers and Pi oreſtants) being Y a 
« ſeſtiiute of Academical Learnin g defcnded their SJ P 
ce Jenets with the Bi; we alſo, truſting only E 

e to that Weaps „in this Defence, Pave: therefore | 
& cald it the PROTESTANT FLAIL.” ut 
| Bur he thould have told us what Reformers 1 Þ 
| he means, for we know of none that merited, or V 
were dignihed by that Name, but ſuch as were tu 
Men of found J. earning, who had been trained up tc 
j in Schools and Academics to whoie acquired Ac- fo 
complihments, as well as Honeſty and natural m 
| Parts, we owe, under God, the Proteſtaut Name 0 
| and Profeſſion The Reſtoration of good Literature to 
| was one of the principal Mcans of bringing on the lu 
| Reformation of the Charch, as Ignorance, the Mo- di 

ther of Error, had been one of the principal 

Means of carrying Superſtition aud Tyranny to f. 
| that Height in the Church of Rome. . So that, in 77 
| | all human Probabi ility, without the Help of Aca- 85 
ö demicai L.carning, Which the Quakers fo much 8 
1 difparage, there had been no Reformation at all, | © 
if or at lcaſt no better than appcared in theſe King- lit 
| doms in the laſt Century. For then, it is true, Le 
if there arole a Sett of Reformers, and among them Pe 
| the Oraters (it our Author means them by this (a; 
Obfervation) who were wholly deſtitute both of I ha 
Acaderical and other Kinds of Learning. And 7 


What Ute they made of their Bibles without it, Fe 
=" ME 


The-P-R EFA C E. 
we leave to be determined by all who are con- 
verſant in their Book. =” 

How EVER, he conceives from hence, that the 
Bible, in illiterate Hands, is not unfitly compared 


to, or repreſented by a Hail. Why he pitches 


upon this Inſtrument in particular, or this Wea- 
pon (as he is pleaſed to call it) he doth not in- 
form us. But this we know, that he Flail is 
an Inſtrument which doth of all others require 
ſome Art and Skill to wield and manage it right, 
and that it threatens the Chaſtiſement of the 


Perſon who handles it awkwardly and without 


Experience. | 
"WHETHER, therefore, this be a happy, or an 


unlucky Conceit of our Author's, let others judge. 


His Fancy, by an unuſual Step, has miſtaken its 
Way into a pretty jaſt Similitude, but it unfor- 
tunately recoils upon himſelf, and defeats his in- 
tended Application. So that his very Compari- 
fon is a kind of Flail, which being unskilfully 
managed, gives him an unexpected Blow. A bad 


Omen at the very Entrance upon his Work; which 


ſo well anſwers its Title, with reſpect to this un- 
lucky Property of a Hlail, that it had been more 
diſcreet in him never to have taken it in hand. 

Bur it will be much harder to find a Reaſon 
(for he gives us none) for the other Part of 7he 
Title of his Book, which is - - - -- or, A De- 
“ fence of a Letter to the Clergy of Northumber- 
land: In Anſwer to a Pampblet, entitled, AVin- 
« dication of Biſhop Taylor, &c.” when, in Rea- 
lity, he hath not defended any Part of the ſaid 


Letter, fave one ſingle Paſſage, in which the 


Pedlar had produced a Quotation from a Friend 
(and moſt probably from this very Friend who 
had turniſhed him with the Materials for a Poſ#- 
{cript :) Neither hath he ſo much as examined 
ine Vindicator's Remarks upon any other Part yu 
He 
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the Letter, excepting the ſaid Paſſage, where he 
himſelf is ſuppoſed to be principally concerned: 
Which Part likewiſe the Vindicator had only 
glanced upon, as being a Citation for which the 
Letter-writer ſeemed: not altogether reſponſible. 
So that our Author, inſtead of defending; the Let- 
ter (as his Running-Title would make one be- 
lieve) doth only attempt to defend a particular 
Citation in it; in which neither the Letter-2vr1- 


ter, nor the Vindicator, are much concerned. And 
he entirely drops the poor Pedlar,whom heleayes 


to anſwer for all the reſt himſelf. 


& +,  — 2 LM e,, 


0 IHE 
PROTESTANT FLAIL. 
CHAP. I. 

REPLY 70 Chap. I. of the Flail. 


— 


r. EL 


N the Vindication of Biſhop Taylot 
Y from the injurious Miſrepreſentation 
f him by the Author of a Letter, &c. 
it was ſhewn, to make the Title 
good, that all the Paſſages brought 
together in the Poſtſcript to the ſaid 
I | Letter, were taken out of the Bi- Vind. p. 6. 
Mode fhop's Anabaptiſt Plea, which is Part 
of his Diſcourſe upon the 3 of Prophecy ; that 
| edly perſonated an Ana- p. 7. 
baptift ; ---- that at the End of the ſaid P/ea, he had re- 
futed all thoſe Arguments which he himſelf had ad- ibid. 
vanced in that Cauſe ; - that theſe ſeveral Paſſages 
B 3 were 
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Vind. p. 8. were quoted, or by the manner of Quotation were re- 
preſented in the faid Poſtſcript, not only as his Words 
(tor it is allowed they were ſo) but as his real Senti- 
ments upon the Subject treated of ; ---- that the leavin 
thefe Paſſages naked and defenceleſs, without any Ex- 
planation or Gloſs to aſcertain the true Drift and 
Meaning of them, nay, without the leaſt Intimation 
given how he came to ule ſuch kind of Arguments, 
or deliver ſuch kind of Doctrine, was putting a down- 
p. 6. right Cheat upon the Reader; and ſuch as could not 
' be dilcovercd, and perhaps would not be ſuſpected by 
thoſe who were wholly unacquainted with e Biſhop's 
| Polemical Works, as moſt of thoſe Perſons might be 
ſuppoſed to be, among whom this Lezzer was diſtri- 
buted. ---- That therefore this Manner of Quoting was 
p. 5. greatly prejudicial to that learned Man's Character; was 
a Piece of unuſual Fraud practiſed upon the candid 
p. 11. Reader; and ſhewcd, i the Letter-writer, a ſhameful 
ant of Honeſty and Ingenuity. ; 


| | TI'uis was the Charge; at which our Author is 
i much diſguſted. But the Queſtion is, whether zhe /V:g- YF 
|| dicator did not make it good, by ſetting the Keferexces 
z p. 9, 10, Out of zhe Biſpop's Liberty of Prophecy in ſuch a Light, 
'' 11. that it evidently appears from thence, that the Paſſages 


in the Poſtſcript, tho” they are the Biſhop's own Words, 
yet they were zor his Sentiments upon Infant-Baptiſm, 
but the Sentiments of that Seck which he g11 along 
oppoſed. 7 1 85 | 
Ix anſwer to this, the Author of the Ha:l ſays, the 
Vindicator's Charge contains one Afſertion that is not 
| true, and another which the Vindicator would be hard 
| 85 ſet to prove, were he put to it. TY 
| p. 4. &5. THE falſe Aſſertion is, His eg, that the Paſſages 
\ | are taken out of Biſhop Taylor's Polemical Warks ; 
BE | whereas neither the Letter-writer, nor his. Friend from 
whoſe Wriliags the Paſſages were taken, ever faw or 

beard of theſe Works to their Knowledge, till the Vindi- 
'— cator told them of Bifſſop Taylor's noble Collection of 
180 Polemical Diſcourſes prbiiſhed in Folio, Lond. 1674. 
| Ix indeed the Vindicator had afirmed, that the Paſ- 
ſages were taken out of hat Edition which he himſelf 

made uſe of, he might have ſaid a Thing true, ac- 

cording to the Account now given. But he aflert- 

Vind. p. 5. ed no more than Fa; they were taken out of thx 


B. 


6 Flail, p. 4. 
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Biſhop*s Polemical Works. One of which is this very 
Book that they themſelves own the Paſlages to have 
been taken from. And it was as much Polemi- 
cal in the firſt Publication of it, as in the later 
Editions : equally ſo, whether printed in Quarto, or 
in Folio. But our learned Author ſeems to take 
for granted, it never commenced Polemical till it was 
publiſhed in the large Collection of his Controverſial 
Works in 1674. And thus he hath ventured to charge 
the Viadicator with a Falſhood for want of a little of 
that Academical Learning which he deſpiſes, as uſeleſs : 
for had he but known what Polemical meant, he could 
not have committed ſo groſs a Miſtake, 

HE might with as much Juſtice have charged the Un- 


truth on Account of another Circumſtance which 2h 


indicator was ignorant of, but which is now diſco- 
vered, viz. that theſe Paſſages were not talen by the 
Letter-writer out of any Edition of Biſhop Taylor, but 
from the Writzngs of a Friend; that Friend who pro- Flail. p. 4. 
miſed, and now undertakes 70 clear him from all Aſper- Pref. to the 


\ 


ſion caſt upon him on that Account. Flail, p. 5. 


THE other Aſſertion, which he thinks the Vindicator Flail, p. 5. 
would be hard ſet to prove, were he put to it, is, that 
Biſhop Taylor's Authority is vouched, and his Teſtimony vind. p. 6, 
Produced, for Dodrines which he never held. | 
Bur ſurely the Biſhop's Anſwer, given in his own 
Perſon and proper Character to thoſe Arguments which 
he had before offered under the Perſonage or fictitious 
Character of an Anabaptiſt, may be juſtly deemed to 
contain his ſtanding and avowed Sentiments : unleſs 
we will ſuppole him always to have a Mask on, and 
to write under ſuch perpetual Diſguiſe, that we can- 
not know when he ſpeaks his own Mind, and when 
he only acts a Part. | | 
Bu r how will the Vindicator prove that Biſhop Tay- Flail, p. 5. 
lor did not hold and approve in his Judgment, of thoſe 
Arguments which he has advanced in his Plea againſt 
rae when he firſs publiſbed them to the 
world. 


Tris is juſt like the Letter-writer's Challenge to 


the Clergy of Northumberland, to prove that the Qua- Lett, p. 3. 


kers do not believe the Baptiſm of Chrilt as fully aud 
ſincerely as any Chriſtian ever did. Such abſurd Chal- 
lenges and Queſtions deſerve no Anſwer. Yet our — 

8 5 | thor 
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| thor ſhall have all the Satisfaction that can poſſibly be 


given him, viz. as ftrong a Proof for the Thing he 
requires, as the Thing itſelf is capable of. And it is 
thus: Biſhop Taylor drew up his Scheme of Plea for 
the Infant-Baptifts as impartially and fully as he did 
that for the Anabaptiſts. He could not hold and ap- 


prove in his Judgment the Arguments on both Sides, 


which are contradiCory to each other. The Queſtion 
then is, which of them he appeared to approve, when 
he firſt publiſned them to the World. To this we an- 


ſwer, firſt, that he gave ſufficient Intimations in the 


Work itſelf, that he was far from thinking with the 
Anabaptiſts ; for he ſays, The Anabaptifts have been en- 
couraged in their Error more by the accidental Advanta- 
ges given them by the Weakneſs of thoſe Arguments that 
have been brought againſt them, than by any Truth of 
their Canſe, or Excellency of their Wit. Dr. Hammond, 
who wrote an Anſwer to the Anabaptiſts Plea before 
Biſhop Taylor replied to his own Objections, quotes 
this very Sentence, and conſents to the Truth of the 
Obſervation; and it was very plain he judged from 
thence, and ſo might any intelligent Reader, that Bi- 
ſhop Taylor did not hold and approve in his Judgment 
thoſe Arguments which he had advanced againſt the 
Doctrines and Practice of his own Church. 2. Tho? 
the Biſhop had given no ſuch Intimation of his own 
Sentiments, but had left the Arguments on both Sides 
to their own Weight, without the leaſt Suggeſtion that 
he preferred the one Sort in his private Opinion to 
the other ; yetif we will ſuppoſe him to have approved 
of either, we mult ſuppoſe that he approved of thoſe 
which made for the Doctrine he at all Times pro- 
tefled, and for the Practice he at all Times eſpouſed 
and defended, as far as can be be learned from all his 
other Writings 2, Not to mention his own Declata- 
tion, when he publiſhed his Anſwer to his own Ar- 


guments in 1657. that he therefore choſe to do ſo, be- 


canſe all Men world not underſtand his Purpoſe, ur think 
his Meaning innocent, unleſs he anſwered the Arguments 


= a 11 
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a The Conſideration of the Church in baptixing the Chil- 
dren of Believers, ——— Two Diſcourſes, one concerning Bap- 


eim, the other concerning Infant- Baptiſm. In Biſhop Tay- 


jor*s Liſe of Christ, Fol. p. 151: 


which 
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which he had made or gathered. If therefore he knew 
his own Mind, if he was conſcious. of his own Mean- 


ing and Deſign in firſt publiſhing his: Auabaptiſis Plea, 


he was zot-of that Opinion, that our Author inſinuates 
he _ and puts us upon proving that he did not 
hold. | 

HE asks further, How will the V indicator recon- 
e cile his: (Dr. Taylor's): publiſhing what Dr. Hammond 
& ſays ig the maſt diligent Collection, and the moſt: exact: 
« Scheme of Arguments, againſt Inſaut-Baptiſin that he: 
i had euer met with, and let them lie“ (he means, 
with letting them. lie) © ſix or ſeven Years: unan- 
« ſwered? *? | | 

SUPPOSING we cannot find what: were his Rea- 


ſons or Motives for this, will it follow that he was. 
all that Time in the Anabaptiſts Perſuaſion: concerning 


infant-Baptiſm ? Or that. when he wrote his: Anſwer- 
at laſt to his own Arguments, he had either changed: 
his Mind, or concealed it, and ſpake contrary to it? 
If neither of theſe Things can be concluded from his 
Delay in vindicating himſelf ſo early as our Author 
thinks he ought. to have done, of what Ufe is it, in 
the preſent Diſpute, to enquire what might be his Rea- 
ſons for not doing it ſooner? We may be ſure he had 
his Reaſons, and no doubt they were good ones; but 
whether they were or no, yet his Vindication of him+ 
ſelf, when it did come forth, was ſo. full and fo ſa- 
tisfactory, that it made Amends for his Delay in pub- 
liſhing it; and ought in Reaſon to put a Stop to all 
Cenſures of him on that Head, as well as to all Sug- 
geſtions of his ever having been in contrary Senti- 
ments. 
Ov R Author © tbzaks that the Eæcuſe that Dr. Wall 
* has made for him Þ is greatly derogatory of his Cha- 
racter, and contrary to the very Deſign of his writing 
and publiſhing that Treatiſe.” Let him therefore hear 
another Account given by other Writers e; 222. That 
| 3 the 
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b Hiſt. of Infant-Baptiſm, Part II. 

© Editus eſb. ab eo Liber qui inſcriptus erat De Libertate 
Prophetandi. 17 eo id præcipue agebat ut oſtenderet ferendam 
eſſe in Eccleſid quandam opinionum diverſitatem. Quod ut 
omnibus perſuaderet, explicabat pluribus quam diſficilis 2 
* ä ah cat 
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the Nature and Deſign of Dr. Taylor's Diſcourſe on 
the Liberty of Prophecying, being to ſhew that ſome 


Diverſity of Opinions might be tolerated in the Church, 


he was led to exemplify, in a great many Particulars, 
how eaſily, and by what Sort of Arguments, Men 
were apt to be unwarily ſeduced into Error ; and that 
in doing this, he did not ſo much declare what he him- 
ſelf thought of thoſe Arguments, as he did endeavour 


to ſhew in how plauſible a Light they might be ſet, 


that he might thereby plead ſome kind of Excuſe for 


_ thoſe who were betrayed by their ſeeming Probability 


into erroneous Opinions and Doctrines. But in doing 


this, he was not unmindful of the Rule he had taken 


from G. Nazienzend, Never to write for Peace ſake to 
the Detriment of ſound Doctrine, “ but till he had pre- 
4 pared © his Sepdy Seeaxey ; Or, An Antidote to pre- 
« vent any dangerous Effects of his Diſcourſe. For 
c the judicious Reader may perceive ſuch a Reſerve 
(though it lie in Aubuſcade, and is compacted in a 
« narrow Compats) as may eafily rout thoſe Troops 
« which began too ſoon to cry Victory, and thought 
of nothing elſe but dividing the Spoil.” * 5 
Now if this Account be the true one (and our Au- 
thor, to uſe his own Words, would be hard ſet to prove 
it not ſo, were he put to it) there is no Difficulty in the 


Things which he puts zhe Findicator upon reconciling. 


AND when all is done, the Biſhop ſet forth an An- 
ſwer to his own Objections, before the Time that our 
Author ſuppoſes. For though indeed it was no leſs 
than ten Years from his firſt publiſhing his Liberty of 
Prophecying to his incerting and annexing his Anſwers 
to his —— Plea, which he did in 1657; yet he 
had publiſhed the Subſtance of thoſe Anſwers as early 
as 1652, in his Freatiſe, call'd The Conſideration of the 


— 


Veritatis indagandæ Ratio, quamque facile Homines in varios 


* & A. 


Errores laberentur ; multaſque preterea argumentorum ſpecies 


adducebat, quibus aiebat illos & decipi poſſe & ſolere, Hic 
itaque ſæpe diſputat, non que ipſe ſentiat, ſed quo optime modo 
aliorum errores excuſari queant. Reſp. Rob. Grovii ad lib. 
qui inſcrib. Celeuſma. Lond. 1680. Quar. p. $0. 
d Non ſtudemus paci in detrimentum vera dottrine, Biſhop 
Taylor's Epiſt, Dedicat. before the Liberty of Proph. 
e See Ant. a Wood's Athene Oxon, under Taylor; and 
Tho, Long's Preface to Mr. Hale's Treatiſe of Schiſm. 
| eg ; ” © Charch 


of 
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Church in Baptizing the Children of Believers f, Quarto ; 
and again, in 1653, in his Oiſcourſe concerning Iufant- 
Baptiſm, in the Life of Chriſt, Fol. p. 184. 

THERE is one Thing more which our Author has 
to object to the Vindicator in the beginning of his ſe- 
cond Chapter, p. 18. which may be moſt properly re- 
plied to here. And that is, that in the Vindication, 
though © he placed the Anſwers which he found in tbe 
« B:fhop”s Polemical Works over-againſt ſome of the 
« Paſſages quoted in the Poſtſcript i 4 Column or 
„tuo, yet he hath omitted placing an Auſwer to a Paſ- 
e ſage which, to a Quaker, is the moſt material of all, 
e becauſe it contains a ſtrong Argument againſt Infant- 
« gBaptiſin, and alſo an excellent Plea for the Holy Spi- 
« rit's Baptiſm.” 

NEITHER the Paſlage nor the Anſwer to it were 


ſet down in the Vindication, for Brevity's Sake; but 
the very Section and Page where the Anſwer was to 


be found, were expreſly referr'd to, in theſe Words, 


The reſt of this Quotation anſwered, Ad Num. 18. p. Vind. p. 
1059. And had our Author taken the ſmall Pains of 19. 


conſulting the Biſhop's Polemical Works of 1674, re- 
terr'd to, he would there have found what he pretends 
to want, and would have prevented his falling in- 
to ſo groundleſs a Cavil. But becauſe he thinks the 
Paſſage is ſo material in the Eyes of the Quakers, and 
that it contains ſo excellent a Plea for the Baptiſm of 
the. Holy Ghoſt, which is a Point he lays ſo great a 


| Streſs upon, and urges ſo frequently in his two fol- 


lowing Chapters; therefore he ſhall have the Anſwer 
from Biſhop Taylor placed (as the former were in the 
Vindication) over-againtt the Objection. 


The Quotation in the Poſt- Quotation from Biſhop Tay- 
{cript from Biſhop Tay- lor, refuting his own Ar- 
lor perſonating the Ana- guments for the Anabap- 
baptiſt, | — 


IT was an Excellency TAis Place was veri- 
of our bleſſed Saviour's fied in the latter and firſt 
Office, 1 Signi- 
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f Sec Ant. a Wood Athen. Oxon. 
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Office, that he baptizes all 
that come to him with the 
Holy Ghoſt and with Fire: 
For to St. John, preterring 


_ Chri/t's Miſſion and Office 


before his own, tells the 
Jews, ' uot Chriſt's Diſci- 
ples, that Chriſt ſhould 
baptize them with Fire, and 
the Holy Spirit; that is, all 
that come to him, as John 
the Baptiſt did with Wa- 
ter; tor 10 lies the Anti- 
theſis. 


Signifi cation of it, and ſo 
did relate to the miracu- 
lous Deſcent of the Hi 
Ghoſt in the Likeneſs gf 
Tongues of Fire. But this 
concerns not all, for al 
were not ſo baptized. 
AND whereas it is ſaid 
in the Objection, that the 
Baptiſt zold not Chriſt's Di. 
ciples, but the Jews, and 
that therefore it was in- 
tended to relate to all; i 
was well obſerved, but tg 
no Purpoſe; for Chriſt x 


that Time had no Diſciples. But he told it to the Jeus: 
and yet it does not follow that they ſhould all be bap- 
tized with the Holy Ghoſt and with Fire; but it is 
meant only, that that glorious Effect ſhould be to them 
a Sign of Chriſt's Eminency above him; they ſhould 
ſee trom Him a Baptiſm greater than that of Joh, &c. 


- - - SO that hence to 
argue, that we may as wel! 
conclude that Intants mu! 
alſo paſs thro' the Fire a 
thro' the Water, is a falſe 
Concluſion, inferr'd from no Premiſes : Becaule this 
being only a Prophecy, and inferring no Duty, could 
neither concern Men or Children to any of the Pur 


AND you may as well 
conclude, that Infants 
mult pals through the Hire 
as through the Water. 


poles of their Argument, Sc. 


AND that we may not 
tl.ink this a Trick to elude 
the Preſlure of the Place, 
Peter ſays the ſame Thing. 
F or when he {aid that Bap- 
r. ſui javes us, he adds, F 
Way of Explication (ab- 
the wajlitiug of the Hleſb, 


der the Confidence of a 500d 


Conſcience plainly ſaying, 
that it is not Mater, or 
8 £1") 14>" of he Boa), 

t but 


- - - To this I reply, 
that when Water is taken 
excluſſvely to the Spit, 
it is very true that it 15 no: 
Water that cleanſes the 
Soul; and the cleanſing 
of the Body cannot 1a; 
us. But whocver utc: 
the Neceſſity of Baptitn, 
urges it but as a neceſſatj 
Sacrament or Initruinen 
to conwey or conſigu the 


Spirit 


v 
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7 hut the cleanſing of the Spirit. And this they might 
Spirit that does that which with a little Obſervation 


is ſuppoſed to be the Et- have learned; there being 
ſect of Baptilm, nothing*more uſual in Dit- 

courſe than to deny the Ef- 
fe& to the Inſtrument, when it is compared with the 
Principle, and yet not intend to deny it an inſtrumen- 
tal Efficiency. - - So St. Peter, it is not Water, but 
the Spirit, or which may come to one and the ſame, 
not the waſhing the Filth of the Fleſh, but par:fying the 
Conſcience that ſaves us, and yet neither the one nor 


the other are abſolutely excluded, but the Effect which 


is denied to the Inſtrument is attributed to the princi- 
pal Cauſe. - - But that Water alſo is in the Mini- 
ſtry, and is not to be excluded from its Portion of the 
Work, appears by the Words of the Apoſtle, The like 
Figure whereunto, &c. viz. Baptiſm, as it is a Figure, 


ſaver us in ſome Senſe or other; by Way of Miniſtry 


and inſtrumental Efficiency ; by Con junction and Con- 
ſolidation with the other; but the Ceremony, the Fi- 
gure, the Rite, the external Miniſtry muſt be in, or 
elſe his Words wil! in no Senſe be true, and could be 
made true by no Interpretation; becauſe the Spirit 
may be the Thing figzred, but can never be he Fi- 
gure.] Taylor's Polemical Works, Fol. Lond. 1674. 
p. 1059 and 1060. and the ſame in his firſt Edition of 
the ſaid Collection, Lond. 1657. p. 579, 580. 


THe Author of the Flail is of Opinion, that the in- 
dicator ought rather to have anſwered this Objection 
out of the Anabaptiſt Plea himſelf, than to have made 
ſuch an Outcry about the Poſiſcript. But the Vindicator 
had no Occaſion to. anſwer it, when he referr'd to to 
good an Anſwer as this is; and the better the Anſwer 
is, the greater Reaſon for the Outery that was made 
about the Uſage of Biſhop Taylor in the Poſtſcript. 
And our Author would have ſpent his Time much 
better, if, inſtead of attempting to defend ſuch C/aze 
of that learned Man, he had ſeriouſly read and conti- 
der'd thoſe Anſwers that the Vindicator had reterr'd to, 
out of his Works; whereas it doth not appear that he 
hath ſo much as conſulted either of the Editions of 


theſe Works, from whence he might have had Satis- 
taction, | 


2 Sc 


P. 19, 


10 


Fl. all, p. 2. 


Prefi p. 5. 
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S E C r. II. 


AV ING now cleared the Vindicator's Charge 

from the Exceptions that our Author has made 
to it, let us ſee, in the next Place, how he ſupport 
the Pedlar againſt it, and how he defends himſelf, (9 
far as he is concerned in it. He tells us, in the fir 
Place, that /e Author of a Letter tothe Clergy of Nor- 
thumberland profeſ/es himſelf to be of the Number if 
thoſe to whom Biſbop Taylor's Arguments againſt lu. 
fant-Baptiſin have ſeem'd ſucceſsful and victorious (as 
Dr. Ilammond expreſſes it;) and therefore ſelected ſuch 
Arguments out of thoſe which the Biſhop had advanced 
againſt Infant-Baptiſin, as he thought to bis Purpoſe, and 
joined them by a Poſtſcript to his Letter, not 1magining 
that by doing ſo he had any ways abuſed his Readers. 
But how doth this Account conſiſt with what our Au- 
thor twice tells us, of theſe Paſſages being taken from 


the Writings of a Friend? How could the Pedlar be oi 


the Number of thoſe whom Dr. Hammond ſpeaks of, 
as preferriug Bilhop Taylor's Arguments on one Side 
of the Queition to thoſe on the other Side, when he 
had never read the Book himſelf, but had only met 
with theſe Paſſages collected out of it? Or how could 
he jeled ſuch Argameiits as he thought to his Purpoſe, 
much leſs how could he d:ſcover Skill and Judgment in 
ſelecting (as it is ſaid, p.19.) when theſe Excerpts were 
done to his hand, and no Room was left for the I rial 
of his own Falte and Judgment in the Matter? 

N o w which of theie contrary Accounts are we to 
follow? If the Pedlar was indeed deccived, rclying 
upon the Authority of a Friend, and fo unwittingly 
1. into this Snare, why doth that Friend here repre- 
tent him as acting with his Eyes open, and upon his 
own Diſcretion? If, on the other hand, the Pedlat 
really knew what he did, and aQed upon his own 
Judgment, how can this Friend plead for him, that he 
did xt imagine that by ſo diiag he had any ways abuſed 
his Readers? Or that he Was conſcious of his Innocence, 
and far from deſigning any thing that was unfair in tit 
Quotation? Since whoever made theſe Excerpts, with 
Deſign to produce them as Biſhop Taylor's Sentiment, 
whether the Pedlar, or his Friend, it matters ny) 

cou 


— 
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could not but know that he was dealing unjuſtly with 5 
the Author from whom he took them, and unfairly | 
with the Reader to whom he offer'd them; unleſs we | 
ſuppoſe him neither to read, think, nor write, as other | 
People do. | 1 4 
Hk pleads, in the next Place, that zheſe Paſſages p. 3. 14 
were barely cited out of Biſhop Taylor's Writings. But | 
this, inſtead of being an Excule, is the very Circum- | 
ſtance of Unfairzeſs and Deceit in the Quotations which 
the Author of the Poſtſcript is charg'd with. Tis ſaid, . | | 
He had only cited the Biſhop's own Words, as they are Pref. to the | 
zo be ſeen in his Book, without any Comment or A Flail, p. 5. 6 
phraſe upon them, except Thus far Biſhop Taylor, and ; bt 
fays Biſhop Taylor; which are Words commonly uſed at | 
the Beginning or End of a Quotation, But becauſe there 14 
is no Comment or Paraphraſe, becauſe no Account, 140 
or Hint is given to inform or advertiſe the Reader un- | bt 
der what Character the Biſhop was then writing, there- | 
fore his Words are 4iſzaiſed in the Citation, by being 14 
left une æplained; and therefore, they are not cited as 5 14 
they are to be ſeen in bis Book; for whoever ſecs them 1 
there, will ſee their Meaning; whoever ſees them in 
the Poſtſcript, will be apt to miſtake it. Nor is the 
Matter helped, by ſaying that the Citation was made 
| #7 the ſame Words that are commonly uſed at the Beg iu- 
ing or Lud of a Quotation; for tho? this is enough 
WW where an Author is cited {peaking his own Sentiments, 
as is commonly the Caſe; yet where the Caſe is un- 
common, it will require an uncommon Diſtinction : 
As, Thus ſaith Biſhop Taylor, perſonating an Anabap- 
tit; or, Thus far Biſhop Taylor, xrging the Anabap- 
oW tilts Arguments. But, by our Author's Rule of fair 
citing, an Atheiſt may quote Scripture thus, There is 
% God, ſays the Pſulmiſt. Let us eat and arink, for 
is To-morrow we die: Thus far Ft. Paul. 
Bor he goes on: Had indeed the Author of the Lei- p. 3. 
nter taken ſome of Biſhop Vaylor's Mord, and ſuppreſſed 
others, in order to mate the Biſhop ſay what he never 
ed meaut - - - Why; hath he not done ſo? Hath he not 
e, taken ſome Patlages, and ſuppreſſed others which were 
ge ablolutely neceſlary to give Light to the Bithop's In- 
mY tention, and this in order to make him ſeem to ſay 
ts, what he never believed? And is not this the very thing 
t) e Vindicator had repreſented as dithoneſt and diſinge- 
ld | nuous ? 
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Wo - p. 3. nuous? - He proceeds; Or had he put a different 

| Gloſs or Conſtruction upon his 3 than what 

| they naturally import Why, hath he not, by put- 

ting #0 Gloſs, in Etfect put a different Conſtrutius up- 

| on the Expreſſions, greatly injurious to the Author of 

| them? And by a ſiniſter Application of the common 

Forms of citing, Thus far Biſpep Taylor, and ſays Bi. 

| ſhop Taylor, made what the Words naturally import, to 

ſeem to be the Writer's proper and genuine Sentiments; 

| whereas he deſigned them in their #ataral Import only 

| to expreſs the Sentiments of a Se& which thought dit- 

ferently from himſelf? And was not the leaving them 

thus to their #ataral Force, naked, and without any of 

their Guards and Fences about them, the very Injury 

p. 4. complained of? - Then, ſays he, he had groſly abu- 
/ 


ſed his Readers, by a falſe and moſt unjuſt Repreſentation 
of Biſhop Taylor. Agreed. This was all he Vindi- 
cator had ſaid, and he ſaid well, as it ſeems, ſince the 
Pedlar's great Advocate is forced at laſt to fall in with 
him in the Concluſion, tho' he comes at it by a dif- 
ferent Expreſſion of his Premiſes. 

p- 4. As to what he adds: But this is not the Caſe, fir 
' ke has fairly cited the Bifhop"s Words as they ſtand in 
| his Book, without putting the leaſt Gloſs or Conſtruction 
x upon them; we ſay, and repeat it, that for the Reaſons 
above given, his it the Caſe; and when our Author 

has made the belt of it, he will find it to be fo. 
WELL; but he has a Reſerve yet, that he thinks 
F bring him and his Client quite off: To ſes; 
our Readers, ſays he, and confute the Vindicator's Aj 
ſertion, we ſay the Paſſages were tranſcribed Verbatim 
from Biſhop Taylor's Diſcourſe of the Liberty of Pro- 
phecying, printed in Octavo, Lond. 1709. which, the 
Reader ſees, is above thirty Years after the Other (vis. 
the Folio Edition of 1674.) and yet has none Biſbop 
Taylor's, Auſwers to his own Arguments, as are in that 
Folio Edition. Ihe more Shame for the Man that 
publiſhed it ſo imperfectly. He injured his Author, 
and ſpoiled his Edition by doing ſo. But the Reader 
will alſo fee, that this is no more a Confutation of the 
Lindicator's Aſſertion, than what was pleaded above, 
Pref. p. 5. that the Paſſages were taken out of the Writings 0f 4 
Friend; or what was charg'd upon him for an Uutruib, 
p. 4. in ſaying they were talen gut of his Polemical Works; 
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which might truly have been ſaid even of this Octavo 


Edition, out of which, it is now own'd, they were 


taken. ; 


Bur how was it poſſible, ſays he, for one who had 


peruſed no other Edition but that of 1709, or that of 


1647, to know that the Biſhop had refuted bis own Ar- 
aments? Yes, he might have known it from other 
Writers, had he been verſed in this Controverſy of 
Infant-Baptiſm, and eſpecially from Dr. Hall, from 


| whom he quotes a Paſlage, containing an Account of 
| this very L And yet, upon that Suppoſition, 


ſays he, all the Vindicator's falſe Inſinuations are ground- 
ed. But this is a wide Miſtake. For though he Vin- 


dicator might reaſonably ſuppoſe that the Compiler of 
the Piſtſcript had ſeen one or other of thoſe Editions 


where the Biſhop's Anſwers to his own Arguments 


are publiſhed, and that he had not wholly followed ſo 
| defetive an Edition as that of 1709; yet the Charge ſtands 


good notwithſtanding, being founded upon another 
Bottom; and is not materially affected, much leſs re- 
futed, by this Diverſity of Editions. For even thoſe 


which have not the Biſhop's Anſwers to his own Ar- 


guments, have yet Proof enough of his having been 
unjuſtly treated by the Writer of the Poſtſcript ; that 
, they have his Profeſſion of writing the Anabaptiſt's 
Plea, by Way of Trial how ſtrongly thoſe Arguments 
might be enforced : They have his Declaration of that 
Doctrine being erroneous, and hey contain his own 
Arguments on the other Side of the Queſtion. And 
therefore the Poſtſcript is indetenſible even upon this 
tooting, upon which our Author has put it; unleſs he 
pleads Privilege with the Anabaptilts, of infiſting upon 
what Biſhop Taylor ſays in one Place, without mind- 
ing what he ſays in another. For he tells us from 
Dr. Wall e, That it is a common thing with the Ana- 
daptiſts zo cite the Paſſages in that Treatiſe of the Li- 
betty of Prophecy that make for them, as if they had 


been ſpoken by the Author from his own Judgment, and 


bad never been anſwer' d — him. Our Author indeed 
rather beſpeaks than directly claims the Benefit of this 


Preſcription ; If he Jays hold of it as his laſt Refuge, 


much good may it do him. 


s See Hiſt, of Infant Bapt. Part II. 
| , AND 
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AN D now he thinks be has ſaid all that is neceſii 
in Defence of the Poſtſcript of the Letter. And we 
think, that it he can ſay no more for it, he had much 
detter have let the Defence of it quite alone; for . 
Vindicator's Charge ſtands where it did, for any thing 
he hath yet ſaid to remove it. | | 

Hab he but confelled a Miſtake in the whole Pro- 
ceeding, had he made any decent Excule of Inadver- 
tency, and Negligence, and Haſte in making thoſe Ex. 
cerpts; or been content on any Terms to have tairly 
given up what his own Arguments give up for him; 
the Vindicator might have been willing to have retraQ- 
ed ſomething from the Severity of his former Animad- 


| verſions, and to have made all the Allowances that 


an ingenuous Acknowledgment of an Error could 
have merited. But iattead ot this, our Author detends 
the Poſtſcript with all his Might; will not allow Bi- 
ſhop Tay lor to have been injured /o much as by Miſtake; 
nay, perſiits in ſuggeſting that the Biſhop might have 
been nevertheleſs of that Opinion which the Poſt/crip: 


| lavs to him. He twice intimates ſomething very ob- 


ſcurely trom a certain Frontiſpiece, or Picture, at the 
beginning of the Edition in 1647, where the Apoſtles 
are portrayed in different Attitudes, with a Greek Motto 
near their Heads: {fe doth not take upon him to ſay 
what Seuſe Jeremy 1 aylor intended thereby to convey to 
his Reader, nor what his Sentiments were directiy. To 
what Furpoſe then is this Remark concerning the Fron- 
tiſpicce? If it hath no Relation in the World to his 
Sentimencs upon [nfant-Baptiſm, what hath it to do 
here? | 
BuT this remarkable Cut is in the Edition of 1647, 
which was putl!jhed while Biſhop Taylor was yet living, 
and in which) there 15 no Anſwer to his Plea for the Bap- 
titts, and the hath ſeen the Cut in no other Editing, 
What then? The fame Cut or the ſame Device is the 
Frontiſpicce in the Folio Edition of 1657, which was 
pabliſhed while Biſhop Taylor was yet living, and in 
waich was pabliched his Anſwer to his Plea for the 
Biptift;, And we have ſecn it in that Edition, tho 
doth our Autnor aud his Friend appear to be Strangers 
tO it. 
r :c!'s us likewiſe of ſme learned Men who abort 
the 71 Q h Bilkop I aylor publiſhe his Diſcunrje d 


the 
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7 the Liberty of Prophecying, held certain Opinions ſup- 


poſed to be alluded to in the ſaid Frontilpiece, v:4. 
That every Miniſter of the Goſpel onght to watt for the 
Influence of the Holy Spirit to enable him to propheſy or 
preach, and that every one ſo influenced might ſpeak in 


che Congregation ; and thereupon produces a String of From p. 8. 
Paragraphs, for eight or nine Pages together, out of 10 p. 17. 


a Treatiſe publiſhed in 1651 by William Dell, a great 
Entnuſiaſt; which .Paſlages,. if fairly quoted, are as 


| little to t Author's Credit, as thoſe in the Poſtſcripe 
| were to Biſhop Taylor's. But as they do not touch 
upon the Subject that our Author is here engaged in, 


nor help any way towards removing the Complaint 
that was made of the Injury done by the P»/tcripy, 
they are as inſignificant in this Place as the Deſcrip- 


tion of the Frontiſpiece ; and can be ſuppoſed to ſerve 
no other End than drawing off the Attention of the 


Reader from diſcovering our Author's Diſtreſs upon 


the Point in Debate. We ſhall therefore paſs them all 


over, as foreign to our preſent Purpoſe, and draw to 
a Concluſion of this Chapter. 


Wr obſcrve upon the Whole, that our Author, who 


has undertaken 0 ſatisfy his Readers with reſpect to 
the Paſlages tranſcribed from Biſhop Taylor, has in Et- 
fect made no Defence at all; but inftead of that, has 
ſtudied a few Shifts to amuſe his Readers withal, and 


offered them a Bundle of inſufficient Excuſes, with a 


tacit unwilling Surrender of the Queſtion to the Vin- 
dicator, as of a Poſt not tenable. He hath found in- 
deed ſome Employment for his Fla:l ; he hath beat the 
Air, and threſned Chaff; made a Noile, and raiſed a 
Dult; would ſeem to have done ſomething, and go 
off with ſome Degree of Credit; yet, in reality, hath 
nothing more to ſupport this Shew of Defence, than 
only appearing not to be yet convinced, or at leaſt 
not to acknowledge, that he and the Pedlar were in 

the wrong. | 
IT is -hoped that both of them will be ſo wiſe as 
to let the Matter reſt at length, and receive a Piece 
ot friendly Counſel; which is, that for the future, 
whenever they are minded to cite Authors, to do it 
with more Care and Caution; and, for a Preſervative 
from running into ſuch Difficulties as they have done 
pon this Occaſion, it would be of great Uſe to them 
. when 


| I5 


8 
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when they make Quotations, to fancy 2% Vindicaty 1 « 
at their Elbow, and whiſpering in their Ear, Remen- 1 
ber Biſbop Taylor. | 


3 
2 
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CHAP. II. I 
REeryLyY 10 Chap. II. 


e 


/ 1 E Author of the Flail proceeds, in the ſecond 
Chapter, to examine a certain obnoxious Paſlage 

in the Hindication, &c. which hath given him great Of. 
tence, and put him to much Trouble; for he has ſpent 
near 40 Pages, 27. the Remainder of his Pamphlet, N tz: 
in his Remarks upon it. , in 0 
IHE whole Paſlage is this. Bay 
„He ſays, p. 7. that the Baptiſm of Chrijt cannot le :; + 


is, © © proved from Scripture to be W uter-Baptiſm. The upo 


« Reaſon which he gives, is, that in the Inſtitution of . 
% Baptiſm, Matt. xxviii. 19. there mention of Na. But. 


„ ter. No more there is of “ d therefore, ¶ at p 
« if Mater-Baptiſm cannot, for ti , be proved Cor 
& trom thence, no more can the B » of Chriſt. ter-] 


Br it is as certain that Hater-Bapliſm was here I urge 
« inttituted, as that Chriſt did inſtitute it. And it is Manſy 
& certain that the Apoſtles underſtood it ſo, as appears MW ply | 
„both by their Practice and Writings, Ads x. 47. ri. 
&« viii. 36, 38. Eph. v. 26. Heb. x. 22. In all which Wany 
Places Hater is expreſly mentioned, H 

«© BUT all the Miſinterpretations of this Text in Wcont 
© 1:tthew, by the Quakers, are owing, as hath been for, 
« obſerved often, to their Ignorance of the learned 954 
Languages, and Inability to judge rightly of the ore 
U rantlations. Here, for Inſtance, Battixe is: a Greet Na pre 
* Hurd, which becoming a Technical Term in other lupe 
Languages to expreſs this Sacrament, is only aa Mi, 
& Fagliſh by Utage. Otherwiſe, our Tranſlator W— 


„might have render'd it here, as they have . 
cc Ot er 
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« other Places, Go, and waſb Men in the Name of the 
« Father, &c. and then there would be no Room 
« for this Cavil, or for the Nonſenſe that fol- 
« lows about underſtanding the Form, not of the 
« Name, but Power of the Father. But tho? our Lez- 
&« ter-Writer hath got here what is properly and truly 
“4 Qualer's Argument, yet he doth not care to truſt 
« himſelf with the Management of it, but calls in the 
„ Afﬀiſtance of @ Friend; and brings in à Quotation 

« from one of the Brotherhood. Ihe ſlender Subſtance 
„ of which having been confuted again and again, 

« ſhall only be anſwered here, by referring to Mr. 

« Leſlie's Divine Inſtitution of Water-Baptiſin, Se. 1. 

« and 2. and Mall's Defence of his Hiſtory of Infants 
| «+ Baptiſm, Chap. 3. and 4.“ 

Tn3s is the entire Paſſage; and is the only one, it 
ſeems, in all the /7za:catiou, &c. worthy of the Con- 
ſideration of the Author of the Flail, who iays, it is 
the firſt Reimar to the Queſtion, or Po:ut in Debate, 


between the Vindicator and Letter-Mriter; and contains, 


n Subſtance, all that the V indicator hath ſaid for Water- 

Baptiſm. But perhaps he had ſaid more juſtly, zhaz 17 
e the firſt Remark that concerns himſelf, and touches 
e upon that Point in the Debate, upon which ſome of 
f ie own Writings had been cited by the Letter Miriter“. 
- But, however that be, it is the only Point in Debate 
e, Nat preſent; and might have been drawn into a 1ituic 
ed Compaſs, had not many old Objections againtt Wa— 

ter- Baptiſm been brought together in the Llail, and 
re WW urged as if they never had been anſwered, or were un- 
i MWanſwerable;z which hath made it neceſſary in this Re- 
irs Wply to go diſtinctly thro' them all, and ſhew, that e 
47. Miiter hath neither eſtabliſhed, nor ſo much as improved 
ich any of the Qzakters Arguments upon this Subject. 
HE takes Notice, that one of the Obſervations 
in Wcontained in this Paſlage is borrowed by the indicator ; 
een tor, ſays he, 17 26 zo be ſeen in that Chapter of Leſlie's 
ned o he refers his Readers to. The Vindicator there- 
tore acquits himſelf by making this Reference, making 
a proper Acknowledgment of what he borrowed. But 
inppoſing he had not referr'd to Mr. Leſlie, and yet 
ad made Uſe of the ſame Arguments, i S:5lonce, 


— 


" See the Reaſons of this Supboſition in the Pretace. 
D 2 that 


17 
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at Mr. Lo/lte and other Writers for Water— Baptiſm 


had u Sl b. ore him, is this Plagiariim? 1s it unfair? 
it 150, v-har will become of the Author of the Ela, 


Woo hat! \ latle of iis own but his Style, and the pe- 
culiar iu _ ne hath given to ſome of the common At- 
50 ments uſed a the Cucters; neither of Which will 


% any Credit, nor 5 Cauſe any Service. For! 
be ſhewn, as we go along, that he offers littie 
„little but what ſqme or other ot their Sc base 

laid beiote, and in a better Manner; and that waere 

ne attempts to put any Arguments into a new Dre. 
or give a new [urn to it, he generally makes it work: 
than it was, and rctorms it to its Diſadvantage. 


/ 8 E c 1. II. 


HE firſt Point in the preſent Diſpute, is, Wh: 
ther Mitt. xxviti. 19. is to be underſtood of Wi 
ter-Ba JD, tho* Water be not exprefly mentioned 
that 
Rob. Barclay ps them who under mos this Text 5 
Water-Baptiſm “ t9 prove that Water is here to be ir. 
« derftood, fince the Tex? 1: ſilent about it. 1 he grants, 
&« that if the Etymology of the Word fould be ten cio. 
© odhered to, it would militate ag ainſt moſt of f their d 
6 Terfartes, as well 6s againſt he <2 ers i,” Ant 
Ii il. Penn obſerves, there is not a Word of Meter i 
the Text alledged jor Water, nor yet in the Context, 
aud unleſs there were wn other Baptiſin than that of H 
ter, as there are ſeveral, it muſt at leaſt be allowcd t | 
a Orr eſtion what Bayiiſm Chriſt meant by that Coma 
ſion . But the Auchor of the Flail exalts this Shad: 
7 ot an Argument into a Demonſtration ; and declare 
p. 20. and it to be juſt Matter of Admiration, that any ſbouſd griiv 
. their Uſe of Water-Baptiſm upon a Place in Ger pen 


where I ater is not fo much as mentioned. 


_—— 


* 


See th's replied to by Geo, Keith's Arguments of t 
Quakers againft Baptiſm and the Supper anſwered, 

Defence o Gofſpel-'iruths againſt the B:. hop of C 
Teſtimony, p. 72. $39. Lond, 1698. And Realon ag 
Railing, . 196. | 


Wu! 


fe 
* 


—— 


A REPLY to the Proteſtant Flail. 


WHEN the Vindicator made his Remarks upon the 
Letter to the Clergy of Northumberland, where the Ar- 
gument was put into this Form, he thought it ſuffici- 
ent to reply, That if Water-Baptiſm could not, for this 
Reaſon, be proved from Matt. xxviii. 19. (viz. becauſe 
Vater was not mentioned in the Text) 20 more could 
:he Baptiſm of Chriſt (as the Quakers ſpeak in Con- 
tradiſtinction to Water-Baptiſm ;) becauſe the Word 
Chriſt was not tobe found in the Text any more than 
Water. Which, tho? it had been no Anſwer to the 
Objection as ſuggeſted by Robert Barclay and Will. 
Penn, yet was a proper Anſwer to it, as it was dog- 


matically and crudely put by the Letter-writer, and 


4:5 Friend, from whom he took it. 
BuT tac Author of the Flail, has undertaken at 
lcugth to ſupport this Objection with ſufficient Reaſons, 
HE ſets out with telling his Reader how the Qua- 
fers d:ltnguifh between Water-Baptiſm and the _ 


« tif of the Iloly Spirit, The Firſt belong'd to the le- 


gal Diſpenſation, and was the Office of John the Fore- 
© rununcr of Chriſt. The Second belongs to the New Co- 
L venant Diſpenſation, and is the Office of Chriſt. For 
this Reaſin they call the Baptiſia of the Holy Spirit 
the Baptiſm of Chriſt.” . | 

BV let it be obſerved, firſt, that this Diſtinction 
of theirs, tho” it may be right ſo far as it goes, yet it 
is not determinate enough to anſwer. the Ends for 
which it is produced. For it they mean that Water- 
Baptiſt did ſo peculiariy belong to the legal Diſpenſation, 
that it could not alſo belong to the Goſpel-Diſpenſation, 
their Diſtinction is erroneous, and without Founda- 
tion: But if it »212þt alſo belong to the Goſpel-Diſpenſa- 
gion, then their Diſtinction is uſeleſs and inſignificant 
in the preſeut Diſpute. So likewiſe if the Bapreſme of 
%e Holy Spirit is underſtood by them to have been the 
Office of Chriſt in ſuch Seyſe, that he could wes con, 
ently with that Office have appointed a Waterebapti 
they only beg the Queſtion by their Diſtin ion. Bug 
if they mean it in ſuch Sexſe, as not to exclude Qhrilt's 
Power or Right to inſtitute a Water-Baptiſm, then 
their Diſtinction is to no Purpoſe here. 

Bur, ſecondly, this DitinQion of theirs is too de- 
fective and ſhort. For it doth not take in all the Wa- 
xcr-Daptiſms Which they themſelves allow to be — 

| rural. 
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t tural. It excludes, for inſtance, all thoſe Baptiſm; 
| which our Author himſelf owns the Apoſtles adminj. 
| ſter'd with Water in the Name of the Lord Fez, 


; | tor he cauaociay, that theſe either belorged to the le. 
| gai Diſperſation, or were the Office of — the bore. 
| Title Page, runuer of Chriſt. He wo profeſſes to ground his De. 
| | fence pox Ser;prare, ſhould ground his Diſtinctions upon 


Scripture too, or at leaſt not uſe them as Arguments. 
The ſcholaſtick Diſtinctions | of. the ſeveral Kinds ot 
[ Baptiſm, are the iulicit, and are well ſupporced from 
. Scripture. And if Liltin&tions be of any Authority in 
1 | the Caſe, they will claim tae Preterence, and are on 
the Side of Water-Baptiſm: But the Quakers Diſtinc- 
} tion, as our Author gives it, neither proves nor illu— 
| ſtrates any thing in the preſent Subject, and conſe— 
quently malces nothing againit Water-Baptiim in Mart, 
KXY11!. 19. „„ 

p. 23. H E proceeds next to his “ clear and authentic Proof 
that the Baptiſii of the Holy Spirit, and not that of 

« Water, is the Baptiſin of Chriſt.” And, firſt, he 


was not Cbriſt's Hater-Baptiſ, which is readily 
granted; and that Bapt:ſmz with the Holy Ghoſt and 
w:th Fire was Chriſt's Baptiſm, but not Fohz's Bap- 
tiſm, which is as readily allew'd. He makes no In- 
terence from this, nor Obſervation upon it. There— 
fore we ſhall obſerve for him, that whoſoever will in- 
fer from hence, that Baptiſm with the Holy Ghoſt 
and with Fire iu Matt. iii. 11. and Luke iii. 16. in Op- 
potition to, and in Excluſion of a Water-Baptilm ap- 
pointed by Chriſt, falls into the Hereſy of the Selez- 
ctaus and Hermians, who rejected Water-Baptiſin upon 
Account of theſe bexts n. 1 
= IE. 18 


2 — 
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I They*wvill be fcund in the Works of Forbes a Corſ. . 
II. p. 457. Voihus's Diſpatations, &c. Theſis 1. And in 

anoft of the Syſtems of Divinity, | 
m St. Auguſtine ſays of them, Baptiſmum in Aqua non 
accipiunt. Lib. de Hareſ. Naum. LIX. And Philaſtrius, 
b anotier Writer in the fourth Century, gives this Reaſon for 
F ; Animas Hominum de igne & ſpiritu eſſe æſtimantes 
"Y iſto vapriſmo (ſc. in Aqua) non utuntt!, propter Verbum 
hoc quod dixit Johannes Baptiſta, Ipſe cos baptizabit in Spi- 
rite & ge. Lib. de Hæreſ. Bib. P. P. Tom. IV. es 
. cues 


proves, from Luke iii. 15. that John's Miter-Baptiſm 
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His two next Paragraphs are taken up with a Quo- 


21 
p. 24. 


tation out of Malachi, and a Concluſion from thence, Mal. iii. 
that „be Office or Buſineſs of Chrijt was to be inward 1, 2, 3. 


4 and ſpiritual.” But he doth not attempt to thew 
' from thence, that he Office or Bu/ineſs of Chriſt was 
to be ſo entirely and abſolutely inward and ſpiritual, that 
it would be contradictory to the Nature of his Office 
or Buſineſs to ſuppoſe he ſhould inſtitute an external 
Ordinance of Water-Baptiſm. And therefore his Re- 
mark hath no Uſe in this Place. | 
Ix the three next Paragraphs he ſhews that Chriſt 
fulfilled his Promiſe made to 7he Apoſtles, of baptizing 


them with the Holy Ghoſt on the Day of Peutecoſt. Acts i. 15. 
ii. 4. 


As to what he ſays of the one hundred and twenty Diſ- 
ciples being all likewiſe filled with the Holy Ghoſt, 
| and made Partakers of the ſame Gitts, it is more than 


he can prove, if it were diſputed with him. But grant- 


ing this alſo, ſtill here is nothing to diſcourage us from 
underſtanding Matt. xxviii. 19. of Watcr-Baptiſm. 


H1s laſt Obſervation is, that the Prophecy of Foel Joel ii. 28. 
was fulfilled in the extraordinary Gifts of the Holy Acts ii. 16. 


| Spirit conferred on the Day of Peutecoſt. This alſo 
is granted. | 

HE hath now laid down his Premiſes in due Order 
for a Concluſion. Let us obſerve him, © *Z:s there- 
« fore, ſays he, moſt clear and evident, that the pourin 
« out of the Spirit, or baptizing with the Holy Ghoſt 
« is the Seal of the New Covenant, the Promiſe of 
« the Father, and, according to the expreſs Declara- 
« tions of Malachi and John, the Office of Chriſt.” 


P. 24, 25. 


Ir he means only in a qualified Senſe, a Seal, a Pro- 


miſe, an Office, his Concluſion is no more to the Pur- 
poſe than his Premiſes were. But if he ſpeaks of them 
abſolutely and emphatically, as the only Seal, the only 
Promiſe, the whole Office, then his Concluſion is not 
warranted by any of his Premiſes. 

Bor whatever he means, he has proved nothing 
yet againſt our underſtanding Matt. xxviii. 19. of Bap- 


— — 


hence came the Practice among ſome of ſubſtituting the Bap- 
tiſm of Fire inſtead of Water by a Cautery, with which they 
marked the Sign of the Croſs upon the Foreheads of thoſe whom 


they baptized. Fred, Spanhemii Dub. Evangel, Parte Ter- 


wa, Vol. II. Dub. 39. p. 143. 


tiſm 
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tiſm with Water; and yet he is in Raptures with th 
Demonſtration which he fancies he hath given againg 


P-25. it. I it not then, ſays he, juſtly Matter of Admirg. 


/ 


e tion that any Hould ground their Uſe of Mater- Bap. 
« tiſim upon a Place of Scripture where Water is not |, 
« much as mentioned? But what Relation hath this to 
the Things he hath been ſpeaking of before? Or what 
is there in his Detail of Obſervations to make this ap- 
pear a Matter ot ſuch Admiration? He has not given 
one Reaſon yet why Water may not be underſtood in 
a Text where it is not expreſly mentioned. Nay, he 
hath given a Reaſon why it nay be underſtood. For 
he tells us of expreſs Declarations of the Office of Chyiſt 
by Malachi and John zhe Baptiſt, when he knows tha 
neither of theſe Words, Office or Chriſt, are in the 
Texts he refers to. And he that can ſee an expreſ; 
Declaration of an Office of Chrift in a Text where nei- 
ther of theſe Words are uſed, need not be in ſuch Ad- 
miration that others can clearly diſcover that Chtiſt 


inſtituted a Baptiſm with Water in another Text, tho | 


neither of their Words, Cbriſt or Water, are expreſ)y 
Part of it. 
Bur there is another thing, it ſeems, excites his 


p. 25. Wonder; and that is, “ that any ſhould tale Chriſt ts 


g. 25. 


« bave inſittuted and ordained fuch an external Rite af- 


* ter his Reſurredion, and juſt when he was alout tn 


« aſcend to Heaven.” 

HE is ſenſible that he hath ſaid nothing yet to for- 
bid our making ſuch a Suppoſition; and therefore he 
procecds, in the next Place, to ſhew us how improba- 

* ble it is that Chriſt ſhould do any ſuch thing. 

Now let us attend to his Reaſoning again.“ /: 

* 75 declared, tavs he, in Scripture that Chriſt ſpake 7» 


Acts i. 3. his Diſciples at that Time (wit. atter his Reſurrec- 


«© tion) of the Things pertaining to the Kingdom of 
«& God: Now what Relation or Congruity is there be- 
„ twixt the ceremonious Rite of Water-Baptiſm, and 


Rom. xiv. © the Kingdom of God, which, the Apoſtle fays, is not 


17. 


&« Meat aud Drink?“ 
HE would inſinuate here, that Water being Drink", 
can have no Relation zo the Kingdom of God. But 
why 


n Ihis is lize John Gretton's Argument, in his Treatiſe of 
Baptiſm and the Supper; where, from the Word — 
a 100 


unit in Meat or Drin 


— — 
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why ſo? Tho' the 1 of God be not, or doth not 
„ yet why may not Meat and 


I Drink conſiſt with the Kingdom of God? Chriſt, after 


his ReſurreQtion, eat aud drank with his Diſciples, as 
well as ſpake of his Kingdom. Beſides, as Water is 
not uſed as Drink in Baptiſm, the Application of Roma. 
xiv. 17. to this Subject, is as much out of the Way, 
as if it were applied to Circumciſion. It comes there- 
foce now to our Turn to admire that any Perſons fhould 
defend their Diſuſe of Water-Baptiſm with a Text that 
hath #o Reſpect at all to Baptiſm, and no nearer Rela- 
tion to Water than it hath to Mili, or any other thing 
that is drinkable. | 

H E proceeds: How very unlikely is it, that when 


Chrift was ſpeakrng of the A to the King- 


dom of God, and putting his Diſciples in mind of what 
John had ſaid about the Baptiſm of the Holy Ghoſt, that 
be then inſtituted Water-Baptiſm, aud commanded them 


70 baptize all Nations with Mater? A moſt improbable 


Thing indeed, that when he was diſcourſing of his King- 
dom, and acquainting his Diſciples how they ſhould 
be ſufficiently enabled to act as his Miniſters in it, he 
ſhould further tell them how they were to make Dit- 
ciptes for him, and admit them into his Kingdom. 
Bur perhaps, in this Author's Opinion, the Im- 
probability reſts upon what he ſays after, v:z. that Chriſt 


mould appoint Water for that End, which, he ſays, can 


neither waſh away Sin, nor purge the Conſcience. But 
tis is no more than his own private Opinion, found- 
ed on the Conſideration of the natural Powers and 
Qualities of Water, when it is not conſider'd ſacra- 
mentally. But before he can make Room for thi» 


Suggeſtion of Improbability, he ought to ſhew, if he 


can, that Water adminiſter'd in Baptiſm to worthy Re- 
ceivers is not, and caunot be a Means both of waſbing 
away Siu, aud of purging the Conſcience. For however 
unfit it may be in itſelf to ſerve to theſe Purpoſes, yct 
if it tendeth in certain Circumſtances to produce theſe 
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wjed in Gal. iv. 3,9. ke concludes that Water-Baptiſin is one of 
thoſe beggarly Elements that St. Paul diſparaged and oppoſed, 
becauſe Water is an Element, And G. Keith tells us, that 
vers others of the Quaker Teachers have argued in the ſame 
Manner, Arguments of the Quakers anſwer'd, Sect. 9. 

2 


E | Effects, 


p. 26. 
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d | Effects, as a Means appointed thereunto by Chriſt, then 


of 
* 
2 
3 
o 
5 


| it is in Baptiſm ſomething more than mere Elemey, | wy 
| or mere Drink, viz. it is both a Sign, and a Pledge f i pe 
| ſome ##ward and ſpiritual Benefit. | | Gb 
HowEveR, he hath ſaid enough to ſatisfy himſelf, fiv 

p. 26. and thereupon comes to his grand Concluſion: it 

g « therefore, ſavs he, infer and conclude, that the Mord fot 

Matth. © of Chriſt, Go ye, therefore, teach all Nations, bay. W | 

iii 10 © tizing, c. have no Relation to Water-Baptiſm, but in 

( to the Baptiſm of the Holy Ghoſt.” To which, al Pri 

we need ſay further, is, that we wiſh him happier in WI 

his Inferences and Conciuſions for the future. | ter 

8 r. III. — 

E proceeds, p. 26. to make three Obſervations, Sul 


7, which he ſuppoſes will appear to be clear and r 

j ſiroag: Proofs, that his Inference is both jxſt and true. : 
p. 26. Uirſt, ſays he, we do not read of all the Perſon nil) 
whom the Apoſtles baptized, or commanded to be bap- not 
t12ed, that any one ＋ them was baptized in the Name and 

of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt. Neither do we ſon 

read, on the other hand, that any of them were nt "8" 
baptized in the Name of the Father, Son, and Holy FRO: 
Ghoſt. And therefore we conclude, as in all Rea-  ** 

ſon we ought, that all were baptized with that very 

Form. For, as he himſelf argues in his very next 

7. 26. Words; Ie cannot reaſonably be thought, that if the Apo- © | 
ftles had taken Matt. xxvili. 19 zo have been a Precept me 

of Chriſt's concerning Water-Baptiſm, they would in any „ 
Inſtunce whatſuever have omitted that " Bonk of Words. Chr 


Here we entirely agree with him; and as it doth not w 
appear that the Apoſtles did, in any one Inſtance, omit — : 
that Form, we think it anreaſonablè in the Quakers to ns 

7 


charge them with omitting it, purely that it may be in- | 
ferr'd from ſuch Omiſſion that the Apoſtles did not bap- the 
tize with Water, in Compliance with Chriſt's Com- 1s 
mand in Matt. xxvin. 19. — 

AND this is a ſufficient Anſwer to the Objection as !! 
it ſtands in this Paragraph. But as it is one ot their . 
capital Arguments ®, and which our Author wonders « y 
— - —— 0 

© Uſed by Will. Penn. Defence of Goſpel Truths, p. 76. Neri 
And vy Rob. Barclay, See George Keith's Arg, of Quak. * 
80 anlwered. Sec, 7. 
; 1 wre id 
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we are able to reſiſt the Force of o, and which he re- 

ts no leſs than fix Times 4 in his Fail under ſome 
Shape or other, making it every where paſs as a deci- 
five Argument, againſt which there is no contending ; 
it may be proper to give it a Conſideration here once 


| for all. 


IT is acknowledged, that where mention is made 
in Scripture of the Apoſtles, or Diſciples baptizing 
Proſelytes, there is no particular Recitation ot the 
whole Form of Baptiſm, any more than in other Wri- 


ters who mention the Baptiſm of Converts occation- 


ally and hiſtorically, But there is generally ſome Ex- 
preſſion or other in theſe Scripture-Paſſages to diſt in- 
guiſh the Chriſtian Baptiſm from the Few:ſbþ Baptiſms, 
or John's Baptiſm. As baptizing u the Name of the Acts x. 48 
Lord, or in the Name of the Lord Jeſus : Not to ſig- & viii. 16 
nity that the Form ran in his Name only, but to de- 


note that Baptiſm which was inſtituted by himſelf, 


and adminiſter'd by his Authority; and that the Per- 

ſons receiving it were baptized into the Faith and Re- 

ligion of Jeſus Chriſt. When the Apoſtles are ſaid zo As iy. 
teach or preach in the Name of Jeſus, it is not meant, 18. v. 28. 
as this Writer ſuggeſts in his third Chapter (which ſhall & ix. 27, 
be conſider*d hereatter) that zhey taught or preached in 29. 

the Power of Chriſt, but that zhey taught his Dodrines, 

or preached bis Goſpel r. In like manner, when they 

are ſaid to baptize iu the Name of Jeſus, the Meaning 

is, they baptized with his Baptiſm, or adminiſter'd the 

Chriſtian Baptiſm as oppoſed and diſtinguiſhed from all 

other Baptilms. And it might, with as much Reaſon, 

de inferr'd from thoſe Paſſages where the Apoſtles are 

ſaid to preach in the Name of the Lord Jeſus, or to 

teach and preach Jeſus Chriſt, that they did not teach gag v. 4 
the Trinity, Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, tho? that 

was the Foundation or primary Article of the Chri- 


———— 
* 


P We can but admire that any ſhould take the Words, Go 
e therefore and teach, &c. to be a Precept and Command 
of Chriſt to baptize with Water, when there is no Inſtance 
to be found in Scripture where any was baptized with Wa- 
er in the Name of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, p. 20, 21. 

TP. 26, 37, 39, $06, 3%. a7. 

Preached the Things concerning the Kingdom of God, 
and the Name of Jeſus Chriſt, Acts viii. 12. 


3» ſtian 


— ——— 
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ſtian Faith; as it can be inferr'd from theſe Paſſage; 1 
where they are ſaid to baprize in the Name of Jeius r 
that they did not baptize into the Trinity, Father; Son, ti 
and Holy Ghoſt, tho' that was the expreſs Form þ / 


which our Lord commanded all Believers to be ad. 
mitted into his Church. And altho' the Expreflian; 
v here the Baptiſm of Converts is mentioned in Scrip. 
ture are not preciſely the fame (as neither are thoſ: 
Expreſſions which denote the Preaching of the Goſpel 
by the Apoſtles) yet they are meant of ane and thy 
tame Form of Baptiſm delivered by Chrilt, Matt. xxvii. 
19. And thus the ſeveral Paſſages (which aur Auth 
miſtakes as denoting different Forms) have been gene- 
rally interpreted by Catholick Writers, with ſuch Cen- 
currence of Sentiments, that not above ane or two 
among the ancient Fathers ſeem to have had an; 
Doubts about it: And the probable Reaſon ? of ac; 
Doubts have been likewiſe aſſigned. 

AND now let the particular Objectiens of our Au- 
thor to this Interpretation in the ſeveral Paflages when 
this Expreſſion occurs, be examined. He tells, us 

p. 27. © That Peter cammanded Cornelius and the Gentiles 
& be baptized in the Name of the Lord, BUT NOT i 

& the Name of the Father, aud of the Son, aud & tix 
He Ghoft, which was Chriſt's Command. True; 

the Text doth not ſo expreſs it, vzz. doth not give us 

the very Words of that Form, and yet it muſt be un. 
derſtood of that very Form, for this Reaſon, becauſe it 
cannot conſiſtently be underſtood of any other. For 

in this Senſe of it St. Peter's Practice will be recon- 

ciled to his Commiſſion, and in any other Senſe it will 

not: which Conſideration alone is ſufficient to fi 

and determine us to this Senſe, aud 10 exclude all 
others. Jo ſay, for inſtance, that be baptized in Obe 
dience to the Commiſſion in Matt. xxviii. 19. and jet 

varicd from the Form there preſcribed, is to ſay what 

p. 26, 27, even this Author cannot believe. And to ſay, as ti 
Author doth, that he baptized with Water, and iu 0 

Name of Jeſus, without any Commiſſion for ſo doing, 

15 what no body elſe can believe. When, therefore, 

there is but one conſiſtent Account to be given of al 

Ses Ringham's Antiquities, Vol, IV, and Dr. Waterland' 
Seemon on Mat, xx vii I-49. 


reer 
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\ Expreſſion, and that Account moreover appears natu- 


ral, eaſy, and agreeable to the common Rules ot Wri- 
ting, we make no doubt to ſay, that it is the true 
Account. 

Now if we ask our Author what Defence he will 
make of his Interpretation of this ſame Expreſſion, and 
by what Authority he excludes the Form of Baptiſin, 
which he ſays was Cyriſt's Command, from being in- 
tended in this Expreſſion, he will find it a hard Mat- 
ter to give an Anſwer. He hath gathered (as he tells 


us juſt before) from the Silence of the Text, that none 


of the 1 bad forbidden Water, when St. Peter 
propos'd it for baptizing the Gentiles. And why may 
he not as well gather from this Text, % i: be ſilent 
45 to the Words of the baptiſmal Form, that zhaz 
Form was nevertheleſs intended, tho? not delivered at 
full Length. And he himſelf here again declares, that 
he thinks St. Peter would have neuer deviated from the 
Command, had be underſtood or taken thoſe Words (in 
Matt. xxviii.) to be a Precept of Chriſt concerning HWater- 
Baptiſm. We think ſo too, and are therefore ſure he 
did not deviate from it. And in this Opinion both he 
and we muſt continue, till he hath proved, by other 
fufficient Arguments, that St. Peter did not underſtand 
Matt. xxviii. 19. of Water-Baptiſm. 

WHEN he repeats the ſame Obſervation in p. 29. 
viz. « That Peter commanded them to be baptized in the 
« Name of the Lord, but not, as we obſerved before, in 
the Name of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt,” he adds, 
« Whatever, therefore, were his Reaſous for commanding 
« thoſe Gentiles to be baptized with Mater, he acted not 
« 72 Conformity to Chriſt's Command, Matt. xxviii. 19. 
« aud conſequently took not the Words of that Text to be 
4 Precept about Water-Baptiſm.” | 

In Ar is, tho' no Account can be given how St. 
Peter came to do ſuch a thing as baptize with Wa- 
ter, unleſs it be that he underſtood Matt. xxviii. 19. 
of Water-Baptiſm, and aQed in Conformity to that 
Command; yet we muſt not ſuppoſe him to have 
acted in Conformity to that Precept, leſt we be obliged 
alſo to confeſs that he underſtood that Text of Was 
ter-Baptiſm, 

AND what will the Quakers: 20: ſay, rather than 
admit both Matter and Form in any Chriſtian Bar iſin 


27 


p. 27. 


recorded 
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recorded in Scripture. When we produce our Sayj. 
our's Commiſſion, they tell us here ic no mention of 
Water in it. When we produce undeniable Inſtances 
of Water in the Baptiſms of Converts to Chriſtianity, 
they tell us there is no mention of the Form of Wards 
according to the Commiſſion. When we reply, that it is 
uot to be ſuppoſed that the Apoſtles ſhould uſe any 
ether Form than that which Chriſt gave them, then 
they tell us that the Apoltles, even when they baptized 
with Water, did not act in Conformity to the Command 
in Matt. xxviii. 19. When we anſwer, that then no 
Account can be given of their baptizing at all with 
Water, they reply, no matter for that, whatever were 
their Reaſons, they did not baptize in Compliance with 
the Command in Matt. xxviii. ad conſequently did not 
underſtand that Text of Water-Baptiſm *. 1 

a | et U T, 
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© Our Author, indeed, ſeems a little aſhamed of letting 
the Matter reſt upon a Suppoſition of certain Reaſons that 
cannot be aſſizned, and therefore ſubjoins to his wy en 
whatever were his Reaſons, by Way of Note, the following 
Conje@ure, which he offers to the judicious and conſiderate 
Reader; wiz. ** That the Practice of the Jews in bapiizng 
« Proſelytes with Vater, might be a ſufficient Reaſon for pe- 
« ter's commanding them, whom he eſteem'd good Converts, 
to be baptized with Water, without any Command or Pre- 
** cept of Chriſt, and goes a great Way towards accounting 
% for all the Water-Bapriſm we read of in the Acts of the 
„% Apoſtles.” He ſpeaks with ſome Diffidence as to the 
Prattice, as if he a little diſtruſted the Account that he hath 
from Dr. Wali, from whom he hath picked up this Piece 
of Knowledge, which he knows not how to make uſe of 
now he hath got it, Jf it ꝛwas, ſays he, the Praclic: of the 
Jews in thoſe Days to baptixe Proſelytes with Water, was not 
that ſuſficient Reaſon for Peter to baptize Converts without 
ary Command of Chriſt? By no means. For what the Jer”; 
did, was not arbitrary, was not founded in mere Cuſtom. 
They looked upon it as Parr of their Law, and pleaded 
the Direction of their Law-giver. But St. Peter could nei- 
ther plead Law, nor Tradition, nor Reaſon, for uſing thi: 
Ceremony with the Chriſtian Converts, in the Name of Jeſus 
Chrift, upon our Author's Suppoſition, that he had no Prect7! 
from his Maſier concerning it. | ; 
And will our Author, after the Exceptions he hath mad: 
agzinſt our Saviour's having borrow'd a carnal and exter- 
ny. 
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4 BU r, ſays he, i? may be the Vindicator will ſ⸗ 
« as ſome Contenders for Water-Baptiſm bave done, ha 
« to baptize in the Name of the Lord Jeſus, or only 


i in the Name of the Lord, is all one and the ſame 


« as baptizing in the Name of the Father, and of the 
« Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt.” Iſ the Contenders 
for Water-Baptiſm have ſaid ſo, they have ſpoken in a 
different Senſe from what our Author has apprehended ; 


212. that 20 baptize in the Name of the Lord Jeſus, is an 


— 
a 


abbreviate Way of expreſſing Baptiſm in the Name of 


nal Rite from the Jews, be content to allow that the Apo- 
ſtles did it? He hath but juſt now inferr'd and concluded, that 
Chriſt could not ordain a Water-Baptiſm, when he was un 
ing of the Things pertaining to the Kingdom of God, and put- 
ting his Diſciples in mind of what John had ſaid about the 
Baptiſm of the Holy Ghoſt: And yet he can ſuppoſe St. Pe- 
ter, who was ſpecially ſent by a Viſion to preach the Go- 
ſpel to Cornelius, likely enough to — a Water-Bap- 
tiſm, even while he was ſpeaking of the Things pertaining to 


| tne Kingdom of God, and was = in mind, by the miracu- 


lous Deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt upon his Hearers, of what 
John had ſaid about the Baptiſm of the Holy Ghoſh, He can 


P. 25. 


Pp. 26. 


ſuppoſe St, Peter forgot that there is no Relation or Con- 


gruity between the ceremonious Rite (as he calls it) of Water- 
Baptiſm, and the Kingdom of God, which is not Meat and 
Drink; and that Water can neither waſh away Sin, nor purge 
the Conſcience, It theſe Reaſons were but lately very good 
ones, why our Lord ſhould not be ſuppoſed to have inſti- 
tuted a Water-Baptiſm, are they not as good now why St. 
Peter ſhould not be ſuppoſed, on this Occaſion, to bave 
conſented to, much leſs to have propoſed, to have inſiſted 
upon Water-Baptiſm? Let our Author reconcile what he 
ſays three Pages before with this grave Queſtion of his, 
Was not this fofficiens Reaſon for Peter, c.? 

But he ſuppoſes this Jewiſh Practice will account for al! 


the Water-Baptiſm we read of in the Acts. Query, how it 


will account for the Baptiſm of St. Paul by Ananias, Acts 
u. 18. Will. Penn therefore thought it the wiſeſt Way to 
call in Queſtion, Whether this Baptiſm of St. Paul was with 
Water, or no; tho' Ananias ſaid unto him, Ariſe therefore, 
and be baptized, and waſh away thy Sins. George Keith ob- 
ſerves juſtly enough, that this Doubt of Will. Penn's be- 
lpoke as great „ in him, as when he printed in 


lis 3 Vaker, that Jelus Chriſt was bern as Na- 
rreth, LS | 


« the. 


P. 25. 
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the Father, and Son, and Holy Ghoſt; and not that 
it is one and the ſame thing whether Baptifm be admi- 
nilter'd with or without the Name of the Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghoft ;* or that it is tantamount to ſubſti- 


tute the Name of Jeſus Chrift ia the Act of Baptizing, | 
inſtead of the Form deliver'd Mart. xxvii. "And this 


Miſapprehenſion of their Meaning (for if any of chem 
have ſpoken ſo in the Meaning of our Author, viz. 
that a Change in the Form Was actually made, let 
them defend themſelves) has led him to ask ſome One- 


. [tions out of the Way; as, Hby have nov a mer · 


Bars ſauce the Apoſtles Days uſed the ſane horm of 
Words ? It he means by Form of Words, n the Name 
of the Lord Jeſus only, the Water-Baprilts haue not 
uſed it, becauſe the Apoſtles themſelves did not uſe it, 


in the Act of Baptizing. But as to the proper Form 


delivered in Mars. xxviii. 19. it hath been from the Apo- 
ſtles Times invariably and conſtantly kept to and ob- 
ferved by all Catholick Churches; and alſo by moſt 
Hereticks; for St. Auguſtine fays, One might more ea- 


fily find Hereticks that did not baptize at all, thaw ſuch 


as retained Baptiſm without . thoſe Evangelical 
H/ords of which the Creed confiſts,. aud without. which 
5 caunot be conſecrated.” han ad 

He asks again, What Authority have IWater-Baptiſts 


to vary from the Form of Words uſed by the Apoſtles? 


We anſwer, they have zone, neither have they pre- 
tended to 2 Authority to do fo, neither have they va- 
ried from the Form uſed by the Apoſtles, but have uni- 


verſally kept to it, excepting a few Hereticks; an Ac- | 


count of whom, and of their Variations from the A- 
poltolical Form, may be found in Bingham's: Anti- 
quities, Vol. IV. and elſewhere. He proceeds {til} 
upon the ſame.crroneous-Suppohtion : Aud if the borm 
of Words uſed by the Apoſtles ought to be a Rule and 
Standard. to others, does it not weeeſſarily follou that all 
who have baptized with Water in the Name of Father, 
Lon, aud Holy Ghoſt, have dowe it withont either an A- 
poſtulical Precedent, or a Divine Command? Had he 
not eſpouſed an Error in. this. whole Matter, he muſt 
have known that they who: baptize in the Name of 
Father, Son, and Holy Goſt, do it #pow an Apoſtoli- 
cal Precedent, founded on a Divine Command: And 
that they who do not practice Water-Baptiſm at = 

0 
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do neither regard the Apoſtolical Precedent, nor the Di- 
vine Command, * 


r. IV. 


WI come next to the ſecond Obſervation, which 
he offers as another ſtrong and clear Proof, that 
Matt. xxviii. 19. hath u Relation to j{/ater-Baptiſm, but 
zo the Baptiſm of the Holy Ghoſt. It is this: 


31 


« WHEN Peter rehearſed to the Brethren a? Jeru- p. 26. 


« ſalem what had happened in the Houle of Cornelius, 


« he ſaid, As I began to ſpeak, the Holy Ghojt fell on Acts xi. 


« them, as on us at the Beginning. Then remember'd I 
& the Word of the Lord, how that he ſaid, John indeed 
i baptized with Water, but ye ſhall be baptized with 
« the Holy Ghoſt. This ſhews plainly, that Peter uns 
« derſtood the Words which Chriſt tpake concerning 
« the Baptiſm of the Holy Ghoſt, to be relative not 
« barely to himſelf and the other Apoltles, as iome 
„have weakly argued, but alſo to the Gentiles.” 


THE Force of this Obſervation lies entirely in theſes 


Words, Relative alſo to the Gentiles: If he means 
them only of thoſe Gezz7:/es upon whom the Holy 
Ghoſt fell at the Converſion of Cornelius, we own 
ſuch a Relation as ariſes from the Likeneſs of Circum- 
ſtances. God hereby ſhewed that he had conſecrated 


the Gentiles to his Service, by endowing theſe firlt 
Fruits of them with the like Gifts that he had given 


on the Day of Pentecoſt. And this naturally brought 
into St. Peter's Remembrance our Lord's Promiſe to 
himſelf, and the reſt of the Apoſtles, as he himſelf de- 
clares. But what is this to our Author's Purpoſe? Or 


to what End doth this Obſervation tend? No: But 


he would infinuate hereby, that the Promiſe of Bap- 
tizing with the Holy Ghoſt, was az univerſal Promſe 
to all who ſhould believe the Goſpel, and conſequently 
relative to all the Gentiles, being as extonſive as Chriſt's 
Commands. to his Apoſtles, 2% teach all Nations. And 


if this be granted, his Way will lie more open to aſ= | 


ſert the Baptiſm in Matt. xxviii. 19. to be that of the 
Holy Ghoſt promiſed to all Nations. But we anſwer, 


that the Promiſe of this Baptiſm made by our Saviour 


in the Place above-cited was to he Apoſiles only, or at 
leaſt to as many as were endowed with the like Gifts 
at Pentecoſt. It was indeed an Honour, a Preroga- 
6. F tive, 
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tive, a Privilege beſtowed on ſeveral of the firſt Chri- 
ſtians, both Jews and Gentiles; but was neither pro- 
miſ ed to all in general, nor to any Perſons i particu- 
lar, the Apoltles excepted: So that altho? it be true 
that this Promiſe, made to the Apoſtles expreſly, was 
relative in ſome Senſe to all thoſe who were likewiſe 
made Partakers of the like Gifts and Privileges, and 
among others to theſe Gentiles converted with Corne- 
lius; yet this is 4 Relation ſo remote, and ſo inſignifi- 
cant to our Author's Purpoſe, that it doth him no man- 
ner of Service. Nor can it by any means be ſo un- 
derſtood, as to become an Argument, that the Baptiſm 
inſtituted by Chriſt in Matt. xxviii: 19. was the Baptiſm 
with the Holy Ghoſt, or that Peter ever thought ſo; 
and leaſt of all, that he thought ſo upon this Occa- 
ſion, when he commanded Baptiſm with Water to be 


adminiſter'd to thoſe who had received that of the 


Holy Ghoſt in his own Preſence. . . 
Wurar therefore doth our Author mean, when he 


procceds in theſe vn « Which made him put this 


« Queſtion to the By-ſtanders, Can any Man forbid 
Wer, Tc.” Why ſhould the Ditcovery that he 
ſuppoles St. Peter to have made upon this Occafion, 
712. that Chriſt's Promiſe of Baptiſm with the Holy 
Ghoſt was Relative to the Gentiles, occafion his put- 


ting any Queſtions, or making any Propoſals con- 


cerning the baptizing theſe Converts with Water ? It 
had been far more natural for the Apoſtles, upon our 
Author's Hypotheſis, to have argued the contrary Way, 
#12,. that ſecing theſe Gentiles are already baptized with 
the Holy Ghoſt, and it doth unexpectedly appear to us 
that this is the Baptiſin promiſed by Chriſt to all Nations, 
upon our preaching his Goſpel, Aw that it is entirely 
a ſpiritual Thing, brought abqut by our Preaching, 
and not miniſter'd by our Application of the Elements 
of this World », therefore what Uſe can there be of 


"IO; 


u This is the Quakers Doctrine, that the Apoſtles ple 
baptizing, or baptized teaching. Anſwer to Baptiſm with 
Water aſſerted. - - - = Thus alſo Geo. Whitehead, in his An- 
tidote, It is not ſaid, Go, teach, and then baptize with Wa- 
ter, but, Go, teach, baptizing; making Baptiſm only a 
concomitant Circumſtance of Preaching; or, as he terms 
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Water, or Baptiſm, or any other Rite to initiate theſe 
Perſons into the Service and Religion of Chriſt? This 
had been ſpeaking conſiſtently, and agrecably to thoſe 
Notions that are here imputed to St. Peter. But as 
our Author has ordered the. Matter for him, he makes 
him appear no wiſer a Perſon than himſelf. - 
Bur now that we are upon this Queſtion of St. 
Peter's, Can any Man forbid Water, &c.? let us make 
an end of it. He tells us, p. 28. that this Queſtion 
being introduced by theſe Words, © Then anſwered Pe- 
« ter, it ig à plain Token of ſome Reaſoning that had 
« paſſed betwixt him and thoſe of the Circumciſion. 
This Remark is @ plain Token that the Man who made 
it doth not underſtand à very common and familiar 
Expreſſion in the ſacred Writers; frequently uſed by 
them when no —— at all was asked, and when 
no previous Reaſon can be ſuppoſed x. | 
Bu T we may ſafely give him his own Way; and 
ask what this Reaſoning was about, or what was the 
Difficulty in Debate? Why he tells us, „at the 
% Reaſon of St. Peter's putting this Queſtion. to them, is 
apparent; — being of the Circumceſſion, were much 
e prejudiced in Disfavour of the Gentiles, as Peter alſs 
« was before he ſaw the Viſion at the Houſe of Simon 
ce the Tanner.” Were theſe of the Circumciſion for 
or againſt the baptizing of the Gentiles? This he doth 
not tell us. Nor is it any matter: which Way they in- 
clin'd, fince St. Peter was for the Affirmative; and 
we think his Authority decifive in 'the Caſe. So that 


it, A ſpiritual Baptiſm attending immediately on the Apo- 
ſtles Miniſtry, But by the like Argument, becauſe it is not 
ſaid firſt Go, and then Teach, but gipeu3wvles ανẽWñj eue, 
Going, teach; the Apoſtles were to teach ail the Way they 
went, or at leaſt in a deambulatory Way, like the Peripate- 
tick Philoſophers. For there is no Reaſon why one Partici- 
ple in the Text fhould be interpreted in this Way more 
than the other. | . 

* See ſeveral Inſtances collected by Mr. Zeflie, Diſc. on 
Water-Baptiſm, Sect. 6. 1 | 

Will. Penn finds a Reaſon, ſuch a one as it is, for this 
Queſtion of Peter's, upon the Yuakers Scheme, without ſup- 
poſing, as our Author does, any thing to have paſs'd b 
Way of Reaſoning before-hand, Defence of Goſpel-Truths, 


pP. 81. 
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ſuppoſing a Piſpute to have ariſen upon this Head, 
yet What can our Author inter from thence to ſerye 
his Cauſe. | 5 | 3 
By r, fays he, p. 29. * If Chriſt, by the Words f 
that Text (Matt, Xxviil. 19.) did certainly inſtitute 
i atcr-Bapriſia, as the Vindicator aſſerts, then thoſe 
of the Circumciſion that believed coulg not well be, ig- 
nor. nt of it: Aud Peter's putting ſuch a Queſtion as 
Can any Man forbid Water, Sc.? zo them, muſt 
« have been quite needleſs and abſurd. * For it 15 pre- 
% ſumed they who believed in Chriſt would not 9 
« what Chr:jt had commanded to be done.” Very. true; 
and therefore the Ahſurdity lies, not in St. Pezer's. Ex- 
preſſion by Way of Queltion, but in the Man who 
iuppoles he made a real Queſtion, or Matter of Doubt, 
or L-ificzley about it; or intended to ask the By- ſtandets 
what he thould do in the Cate. Our Author is as ün- 
happy in his Obſeryation upon he Queſtion here, as lie 
was juſt now in that upon the Word anſwered; and 
ſcems to imagine, that a Man cannot ule an Exprel- 
lion in the Form of a Queſtion, without really put- 
ting an luterrogatory. But may we not ſay, for in- 
ltance, Can any Man wonder that they fhould make very 
bad Expoſitors of Scripture, who are gracquainied with 


May we not jay this, tho' none that we ſpeak to be 
ignorant of it, or will doubt it? Or mutt ſuch a Que- 
{tion be therefore weedleſs awd abſurd, becauſe it is pre- 
ſumed every body believes it, and no body will gatzſay 
or contrauict it? Affirmations or Negations thus put, 
are very often more emphatical than in a plain decla- 
ratory Form: And ſo this Queſtion of St. Peter's is to 
be underitood as a ftrong and expreſs Declaration that 
Water-Baptim was not to be denied to thoſe new 
ner buy was by all means to be adminitter'd to 
them. has, WF (35 thi | 


n 


IIS net Obfervation, which is his third and laſt. 
clear Prof, that Matt. xxviii. 19. hath no Rela- 

tian to Water-Baptijin, is, that S. Paul zold the Co- 
rinthians that be was nut ſent ta baptixe but to preach 
the Hel, Waence he thinks zt-evrgently follows, that 
pt. Han, ald prdetficnd' the Words at Chriſt in __ 
1 „ ↄ ́ĩ1àv¾(d ( . * | XXVIIl. 
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xxviij. 20 10 concern Water-Baptiſm: His Reaſon js, 
that if they were a Command both to teach: and to bap- 
tize with Water, how could St. Paul ſay he was not ſent 
20 baptixe? And he deſires his Kader to reflect on this 
Declaration of the Apoſtle, and try how he can reconcile 
it with the Command of Chriſt to baptize with Mater. 
THIS is one of the triteſt Objections the Qzakers 
have againſt Water-Baptiſm y. And is an old Argu- 
ment of the Quintillians revived, and not one jot im- 
proved. This Se& took its Riſe from one Quintilla, 
a Woman Preacher at Carthage, a little before Tertul- 
liau's Time, who made it her Buſineis to diſparage and 
cry down Water -Baptiſm. Againſt which Hereſy, 
Tertullian wrote his Book of Baptiſm, to eſtabliſh the 
Importance of our Lord's Inſtitutions : In which 
Book, c. 14. this very Objection is conſider'd and re- 
futed. And alſo by St. CHhryſoſtome, Hom. 3. on the 
firſt Ep. to the Cor. Among the Moderns, by Lim- 
horch ?, and Dr. Forkes *; and as many. others almoſt, 
as have wrote againſt the Quakers upon the Subject 


of Baptiſm b. Our Author ſeems to own he has look- 


ed into Mr. Leſlie's Divine Inſtitation of Water-Bap- 
ziſim: He has a whole Chapter or Section on this par- 
ticular Objection ce. Why has not our Author made 
ſome Reply to him, or taken ſome Notice of thoſe 
Things that are urged againſt the Quakers Way of 'Rea- 
ſoning upon this Head. Lo repeat and reprint what 
has been ſo often given them in Anſwer, is needleſs, 
at leaſt ſo long as thoſe Anſwers ſtand good, and are 
unreplied to. When any of the Qzakers can ſtart any 
Difficulty, or do give any new Turn to an old Ob- 
jection, or make any direct Reply to what is given 
them in Anſwer to their Objections, then it is worth 
while to give a particular Attention to what they ſay, 
But when they offer #0:hivg, which is our Author's 
——— — — —— — cs oe 


4 


y Anſwer to Baptiſm with Water aſſerted, p. 8. and will, | 


Penn's Def. of Goſpel-Truths, p. 76, 
2 I. g. cap. 67. : , 
a Forbeſii Op. Fol. Vol. II. p. 464. 
b geg. Keith's Arg, of the Quakers againſt Baptiſm and the 
Lord's Supper refuted, Se. . Dr. Rennet's Confutatioꝝ 
of Quaheriſm, Chap 25. at | 
© Leſlie's Div. Inft, of Wat. Bapt. Sect. 7. 


Caſe 
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Caſe upon this Point, othing but what is ſtale and 
trite, and worn thread-bare, why ſhould we begin the 
Diſpute anew with him? If we tell him that this Text 
of St. Paul is to be underftood thus, hat he was not 
ſent ſo much to baptize as to preach the Goſpel, like 


Hoſea vi. 6. I deſired Mercy, and not Sacrifice; then he 


will 'except againlt this Parity, as Rob. Barclay and Geo, 
Hhitehead did; and affirm, that the whole Goſpel, by 
this Liberty of Interpretation, may be perverted. Then 
we muit proceed to ſhew the Ne eceflity there is of in- 
terpreting divers Places in this Manner, and to lay 
down the Rules whereby it may be known when we 


are right and when we are wrong in ſo doing. Which 


is all ſufficiently done to our Hands, by the Writers 
againſt the Qzakers Inferences trom' this Paſſage. '-* - 
_ IF we we preſs him with this Conſequence from 
their Interpretation, How came St. Paul to baptize 
Criſpus and Gaius, &c. às he- declares he did, if he 
knew that he had no Command or Commiſſion to do 
1o ? Then he will guard againft this Queſtion with a 
Diſtinction that the Qzzkers are wont to uſe when they 
are thus prefled, v:2. that the Apoſtles baptized by 
Permiſſion, and not by Commiſſion, and put what St. 
Paul did on this Occation upon the fame footing with 
his circumciſing Timothy. Arid then we mult repeat 
all thoſe Argumenrs which are proper to ſhew the In- 
validity of this Diſtinction, when thus applied. They 
will be found in Ges. Keith ® and others 
REFERRING therefore to what has been ſaid up- 


on this Text by former Writers, and more eſpecially 


by the Author of The Defence of Baptiſm with Water 
and Inſfaut-Baptiſin afſerted, We ſhall only deſire the 


P. 27. ſerious Keader, to. ponder and refleck upon this poſitive 


Declaration of St. Paul, that he 'baptized Criſpus aud 
Gaius, aud the Honjhold of Stephanus; and that he 
gives this Reaſon why he: baptized no more, viz. left 
any fhould ſay that he baptized in his own Name; and 
that the whole Paſſage neceſſarily implies, that all the 
Believers at Corinth, univerſally, were baptized ; the 
Apoſtles not only countenancing ſuch Baptiſm, but 
commanding it, and occaftionally performing it them- 


* ˖ 1 2 4 


q Anſwer to the Quakers Arzuments againſt Baptiſm and 
the Lord's Supper. SeR. 4. p. 9. Quarto, Lond, m 
; | ſelves 
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ſelves Wherever they came; let him, we ſay, ſerio 
ponder theſe Things, and zry i be can fair 
them with that total Neglect and Diſuſe 
tution Which the Quakers are guilty of. 


Vis : 


_ HE Author of the Flail having now done with 
his clear. aud ſtrong Proofs in Support of his jaſt 


this Inſti- 


and true Inference, that Matt. xxviii. 19. hath 29 Kela- 


tion to Water-Baptiſm, proceeds to examine the four 
Texts that the Vindicator hath referr'd to, in theſe 


Words: - « lt is certain, that the Apoſtles un- vind. p- 


| — * 
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« derſtood it ſo (viz. Matt. xxviii. 19. of Water-Bap- cs. 


tiſm) © as appears both by their Practice and Wri- 
« tings, AA, x. 47. and viii. 36, 38. Eph.v. 26. Heb. 
« x. 22. In all which Places Water is exprefly men- 
« tioned.” SE 8}: * 11 | 
HIS Objections againſt the firſt of theſe, viz. the 
Text relating to the Baptiſm of Cornelius and his 
Friends, have been already ſufficiently confider'd 
above. What he ſays upon the ſecond, Ads viii. 36, 
38. muſt now be attended to. | | 
HE owns that Philip baptized the Eunuch with Wa 
ter, but obſerves that it is only ſaid be baptized him. 
So that no Form being mentioned wherewith he bap- 
tized him, he concludes, that he did not baptize him 
in Compliance with the Command of Chriſt, Matt. 
XXVIil. 19. 8 | 
Bur ſo Men may ſay, if they pleaſe (to quote the 
Words of a good Author ©) © that when Philip and the 
Eunuch went into the Water, he baptized him with ire. 
And this might as reaſonably be concluded from the 
Silence of the Text, as that Philip either uſed no 
Form, or not the right Form preſcribed by Feſ#s 


Chriſt. | | 
BurT our Author has an Hypotheſis here, that If 


Philip baptized the Eunuch with the ſame Form of Words 


with which he baptized the Samaritanes, of whom it is. 


faid a few Verſes before, that the Holy Ghoſt was fallen 


upon none of them, only that they were baptized in the 
Name of the Lord, Jeſus (which he farther ſuppoſes to 


Ban 


Dr. Sim. Patrick's Aqua Genitalis, $Yo. Lond. — 
| | . 


p. 30. 


p. 30. 
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be in the Name of the Lord Jeſas only) then he nei- 
ther executed nor complied with Chriffs Command. 
That is to ſay, if Philip had done what it doth not ap- 


pear he did, then he had furniſhed our Author with 


ſomething of an Argument which at preſent cannot 
by any Means be wreſted from his Proceedings. 
Wk refer our Author to the Pamphlet entitled, A 


Defence of 877 with Water, and Infant-Baptiſm aſ- 
u 


ſerted, for a ful] Anſwer to his own and another Qua- 


ker's Obſervations from this Hiſtory of Philip and the 
Eunuch f; | 


AND lo paſs on to the next Text which he takes 


to Task, and that is Epheſians v. 26. Chriſt alſo loved 


the Church, and gave himſelf for it, that he might ſanc- 

tify and cleanſe it with the waſhing f Water by the Word. 
THIS Place the Vindicator had referr'd to, as an 

Inſtance that the Apoſtle underſtood the Chriſtian Bap- 


tiſm to be a Water-Baptiſm ; for this Reaſon, becauſe 


f Our Author has obſerved, at the End of a little Note 


in the Page before, „that the Eunurth's ſaying to — 
„ See here is Water, what hindereth me to be baptized? 


*© ſeem'd to be a plain Indication of a Practice among the 


«© Jews of baptizing Proſely tes. It is much that he can 
find no better Evidence for ſuch a Practice; for this is a 
very obſcure Indication of it: And is one of the laſt Things 
that another Man would have ſeen in the Eunuch's Words. 

| There is an Obſervation made by. Grotius upon another 


Queſtion of the Eunuch much more to the W It is 
upon theſe Words, Y 31, How can I (viz. underſtand the 


Seriptures -or the Prophets) except ſome Man ſhould guide 
me? And he deſired Philip that he would come up and ſit 
with him. Non putabat tam perſpicuam ubique eſſe 
*« ſcripturam & expoſitum omnibus habere ſenſum, ut 

nunc faciunt non Sellularii tantum ſed & Famine, qui 
rectius facerent qui duce ſibi opus eſſe agnoſcerent.“ 
Th: Eunuch did not think the Scriptures every where ſo 


* plain and clear, and the Senſe of them ſo obvious to all, as 


« .zow-a-days not only *Handicraftimen, but even Women 


«© do; who would do better. if they acknowledged a Want of 
« a Guide to inſtruct them,” ö 


Our Author, Who appears to be a great Reader of the 


Prophetical Books, and the more abſtruſe Parts of Scrip- 
ture, would find it more to his Advantage to enquire and 


ack what they mean, than to ſer up for an Interpreter of 


them, without any Academical Learning. 


Waſhing 


* 
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Waſhing of Water is an Expreſſion that cannot othet- 
wile be well accounted for. For which Reaſon tne 
beſt Interpreters have conſtantly expounded jt in the 
fame Way, viz. as either directly ſignifying Baptiſm, 
or (which is the ſame thing to our pretent Purpoſc) 
alluding to the Water which is by Chriſt's Appoiut- 
ment the Matter of Baptiſm. And they who will com- 
pare this Text with John iii. 5. Tit. iii. 5. 1 Pet. Iii. 1. 
will be apt to be of the ſame Opinion. 
Bur our Author is once more “ in Admiration, p. 3t. 
« that the Vindicator ſhould be ſo weak and fhailvw of 
« Underſtanding, as to take the Apoſile to be here ſpeak= 
« ing of material Water, ſuch as a Prieſt ſprinkles 4 
« Child's Face with, and calls it Baptiſin Some of p. 32 
« the meaneſt Tradeſmen among the Quakers, whom he 
& (the Vindicator) adviſes to mind their Packs, and 
« their Shops, and not to meddle with the Scriptures, 
« could have told him, at firſt Sight or Hearing of thoſe 
C Words, that the Water which the Apoſtle there ſpeaks 


« of, is the living Water which Chriſt himſelf ſpake of 

, &« John iv. 14. aud vii. 37, 38, 39.” | I 
5 IT is probable ſome ot their meaneſt Tradeſmeti Nl 
| might tell him ſo, and he would eaſily judge from i} 
4 thence that they dealt in Packs and Shops, and had 

s more underſtanding in hem than in the holy Scrips 

A tures, or elſe were very mean [ radeſmen indeed For 

T4 none who know the common Rules of expounding 

is Scripture would interpret Mater in a Paſſage where it 

e may be nnderſtood literally in a very natural and con- 

5 fiſtent Senſe, by the ozly zwo Places in the New Teſta- 

re ment (except the Apocalypſe) where it is coufeſſealy 

* figurative. Much leſs when it is further con fidered 

ui that the Word Waſbing with Water (for ſo is the Phraſe 

* in the Paſſage) cannot be applied with any Juſtice to 

fo that Living Water which is mentioned in thofe two 

as other Places. For the figurative living Water is figu- 


en ratively zo be drank by thoſe that thirſt for it, that it Johti is; 
of may become a Well of Water in them ſpringing up to 14. 
everlaſting Life, or a River of Living Water -flowing johu qi, 
out of their Bellies- Now had the Apoſtle alluded to 37, 
LF this Living Water, he would not have uſed the baptiſ- 
of Imal Phraſe Waſpivg, but rather fome other Word 
5 which might make the Figures correſpond the better 
ng with each other, | 4 16 


AO 


F. om. xiv. 
bY, 
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iF we were to make uſe of one of his own Ar 
ments, we might ſay, that this living Water, being 
Drink (tor all who zh:rſt are expreſly invited to come 
and drin of it) cannot therefore conſiſt with the King 
dom of God, which is not Meat and Drink, but Rightes 
oſneſs and Peace, &c. This would be as good an 
Argument as that which he uſes p. 25. to ſhew that 
Water being Drink, cannot be any Part of the Bap» 
tiim commanded in Matt. xxviii. 19. And how would 
he anſwer it? Why he might tell us, that Meat and 
Drin in Rom. xiv. 17. is to be literally underſtood, 
but Drin in theſe Texts of St. John to be underſtood 
figuratively, v:2. of a ſpiritual Thirſ# and ſpiritual 
Drinking; and that therefore theſe Texts are not to 
he expounded of each others. We grant it; and lay 
Claim to the Liberty of making the ſame juit Diſtinc» 
tion. That Hater in this Paſlage of St. Paul which 
we are upon, is to be underitood literally, and there» 
fore is not to be expounded of two Pexts where Wax 
zer is confeſſedly figurative. And conſequently this 
Text of St. Paul has no more to do with thoſe of St. 
Jobn, than that other Text of St. Paul about Meat and 
Driak hath. : | 

THESE arc the firſt and moſt obvious Exceptions 
againſt his Expoſition. But let us examine ir further, | 
It doth not appear with any Certainty whether Chriſt 
meant any thing more by living Water, than the ex» 
traordinary Gifts that were to be beſtowed upon the 
Diſciples at Pentecoſt. This Opinion many learned 


8 


E Rom. xiv. 15, 17. If thy Brother be grieved with thy Meat, 
now walkeſt thou not charitably. Deſtroy not him with 
thy Meat for whom Chriſt died — For the Kingdom of 
God is not Meat and Drink, but Righteouſneſs and Peace 
and Joy in the Holy Ghoſt, - 

John iv. 14, Whoſoever drinketh of the Water that 1 
Mall give him, ſhall zever thirſt; but the Water that 1 ſhall 
give him, ſhall be in him a Well of Vater ſpringing up into 
everlaſting Life. | 

John vii. 37. If any Man thirſt, let him come unto me 
and drink, He that believetb on me, as the Scripture bath 
faid, out of his Belly ſhall flow Rivers of living Water. But 
this he ſpake of the Spirit, which they that believe on him 
ſhould receive, For the Holy Ghoſt was not yet given, 
becauſe that Feſus was not yet glorified, M 

en 
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Men have eſpouſed ; and chiefly from that Text which 
our Author ought to have quoted at length, inſtead of 
ſtopping ſhort at theſe Words, but this he ſpake of the 
Spirit: for it immediately follows, which they that be- 
lieve on him ſhould receive, for the Holy Ghoſt was not 
et come. And if it be right to expound this Lext of zhe 
extraordinary Gifts of the Spirit, then it cannot, with 


any Propriety, be brought to interpret another Text, 


which relates only to the ordinary Work and Office of 
the Holy Ghoſt, in ſanctifying the Church of Chriſt. 
AGAIN; ſuppoſing the figurative living Mater is 
to be underſtood of the ordinary Operations of the Spi- 
rit, cleanſing and purifying the Souls of Believers, 
and in that Senſe to be applicable to this Text of St. 
Paul wich we are conſidering; yet the Application 
will lie, not where our Author places it upon the 
Phraſe Waſping with Water, but on what follows, 


218. by the Word, that is to ſay, by the Word of his 


Grace; for thus ſome have thought it might be con- See D-. 
ſiſtently interpreted, and agreeably to another Expreſ- Whitby. 


ſion of the fame Apoſtle, Ads xx. 32. And now, my 
Brethren, I commit you to God, and to the Word of bis 
Grace, which is able to build you up, and to give you an 
Inheritance among all them that are ſanctiſied. And in 
this Senſe it is made parallel to another Paſſage of the 
fame Writer, where he ſpeaks likewiſe of Baptiſm, 


\ 


calling it he Waſping of Regeneration, and renewing of Tit. iii. 5, 


the Holy Ghoſt. 

- THERE is indeed another Conſtruction of iy pnwel!, 
approved of by good Expoſitors, v:z. that it means 
the Form of Baptiſm. Which, to be ſure, our Author 


will not hear of. Nor ſhall we need to take any Pains 


with him about it, ſince it matters not at preſent which 
of theſe Interpretations be the beſt. Let the judicious 
Reader judge of them. But that Expoſition-which our 
Author fathers upon their meaneſt Tradeſmen, is ſuch 
as we believe cannot be found in any good Commen- 
tators, nor perhaps to be met with any where but 
among the Blue and Leathern-apron'd Divines. 
WELL; but he ſays further, We are bold to af- 
firm, in Coutradiction to the Vindicator, that the Ma- 
* ter of the Word, which the Apoſtle ſpeaks of, is the 
clean Water which God promiſed to ſprinkle upon his 
People, Enck. il. 
G 2 Bu r 
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P. 31. 
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BuT now, in the firſt Place, he is a little too bold 
in altering the Scripture-Expreſſion to make it ſpeak 
tor him. For the Apoſtle uſeth no ſuch Phraſe as the 
Water of the Word b, but the Waſhing of Water by the 
Herd. This is no accidental Slip of his Pen, for he 
repeats it twice again in the next Page; and what is 
more, he tells the Hiudicator, that he might as wel] 
lay, that St. Peter ſpakę of material Milk, when he 
aid, As gewsbory Babes deſire the ſincere Milk ef the 
Jord, as tale St. Paul here to be ſpeaking of material 
Water, So that he manifeſtly has eſpouſed a Notion, 
that as St. Peter ſpoke of the Mill of the Mord, ſo St. 
Paul did of the Hater of the Word. But as this latter 
is his own Text, he himſelf is the propereſt Perſon to 
comment upon it. | vi OT 

AS to the Quotation out of Ezekiel i, why St. Paul 
ſhould rather be thought to allude to this Prophecy 
than to the Rite of Chriſtian Baptiſm, he doth not tell 
us; Or why it may nat be ſaid, that he alluded both 
to this Prophecy, and to Baptiſm too, he cannot ſhew 
ps. For the Propher's Exprejlion is taken from the 
legal Purifications, which were by Sprinkliug with 
H ater upon the Unclean, as well as by i aſbing x. And 
denotcs likewite the gacrament of Baptiſm under the 
Goſpel-Diſpenſatiou; by which true Bclievers are 
cleanſed from their Sins, and ſanctified in their Per- 


* — 


h By comparing this Phraſe, which our Author affects, 
viz, The Mater of the Word, with his late References to 
Texts that mention living Water, one would be apt to 
imagine that he had taken up with ſome Notions like 
thoſe of the Paulicians of old; who, according to Euthy- 
mius (Panoplia, Par. 2. Tit. 21. p. 48.) tho' they really re- 
jected and deſpiſed Baptiſm with Water, yet they preyend- 
ed to receive it, But that was only with a deceitful Equi- 
vocation; for they maintained that the Word of the Goſpel 
was Baptiſm, becauſe our Lord ſaid, Ego ſur Aqua Viva; 
1 am the Living Water. See Bingham's Ant. Book 4. 

i X 25, Then will I {priakle clean Water upon you, and 30 
ſhall oe clean: from all your Fiithineſs, and from all your 
Idofs, will I cleanſe you. And a new Heart alſo will I gee 
gat, and a new Spirit will 1 pur within you — And 1 wilt 
pat My SPIRIT WITHIN YOU, 55 Eh | 

F Aamb. viii. 7. and xix. 13718. 19, 20, 21. 


_ ſons\ 
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ſons l. So that this Paſſage out of Ezekiel affords no 


Colour for 2 Pretence, that St. Paul had not the ma- 
terial Water of Baptiſm in his Eye when he wrote theſe 


Words to the Epheſians. Nor will any one be eaſily Eph, v. 
per ſuaded to underſtand this Place as our Author does, 26. 


but ſuch a one as reads the Words as he does, ater of 
the Word, inſtead of MWaſbing of Water by the Word. 
No is he more ſucceſsful in his other Obſerva- 
tion upon the fourth and laſt Text that the Vindicator 
had referr'd to, viz. Heb. x. 22. Having our Hearts 
ſprinkled from an evil Conſcience, and our Bodies waſhs 
ed with pure Water. 3 

HERE is a manifeſt Alluſion to the Methods ap- 

ointed in the Moſaical Law for the Purification of 
Be Unclean from Ceremonial Defilements; which 
were by ſprinkling of Blood, and of Water; and bathing 
or waſhing of the Body with Water, Lev. xvi. Num. xix. 
By the ſprinkling of the Blood of the Sin-Offering be- 
fore the Mercy-Seat, the People were made clean from 
their Sins, Lev. xvi. 30, To this the Apoſtle alludes, 
Having therefore, Brethren, Bolanueſt to enter into the 


Holieſt by the Blood of Jeſus + - let as draw near = = = 


having our Hearts ſprinkled from an evil Conſcience. 
And he makes the like Alluſion in a parallel n Paſſage 
in the Chapter before. And as by the ſprinkling of our 
Hearts the Apoſtle expreſſes the inward Sanctification 
or cleanſing of our Souls from Sin by the Blood of 
Chriſt (in which both the Author of the Hail and the 


indicator do 2 ſo by the having our Bodies waſp- 


ed with pure Mater he expreſſes the outward Means 
or Sign of that internal Purity, viz. Baptiſm and pure 
Water; pure on Account of the Analogy n, that it may 
the more fitly repreſent the in ward Effects, of which 
it is the Symbol and the Pledge. No, ſays our Aus» 


| See Lowth upon Ezek, xxxvi. V 25, And. Mr, D'Aſ- 
frgny's Myſtery of Anabaptiſm Unmask'd. 8vo. Lond, 170g. 
95. | 
: m Heb. ix. 13, 14. For if the Blood of Bulls and of Goats 
and the Aſhes of an Heifer ſprinkling the Unclean ſanfifi- 
h to the purifying of the Fleſh, how much more ſhall the 
Blood of Chriſt, who. through the eternal Spirit offered 
himſelf without Spot unto God, purge your Conſcience from 


gead orks to ſerve the Living God, 


5 See Voſſing dg Baptiſmo, Diſp. 1, Theſis 3. th 


p. 34. 
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thor, by pare Water, in this Place, we are to ander. 


ſtand that pure Water 0 of Life, clear as Chryſtal, which 


John the Divine ſaw proceeding out of the Throne of 
God and the Lamb. Surely he could have no other 
Reaſon for this Imagination, than that in all the Scrip- 
tures he could not find St. Paul's very Expreſſion of 


pure Water, but in the Revelations, where St. John 


comes very near it, a pare River of Mater; which 
ſtruck his Fancy ſo ſtrongly, that he forgot that St. 
Paal was ſpeaking of an Ablution pertaining to this 
Life, St. John of a Circumſtance of the New Jeruſa- 
lem; the one of a thing that was over and paſſed, the 
other of ſomething future in the World: to come. 
YET he is fo ſure of its being a juſt Expoſition and 
a clear Caſe, that he ig willing to leave the Decifion of 
it to any Clergyman in the County of Northumberland, 
except the Vindicator. This had been a bold Step in- 


_ deed, if he had not immediately withdrawn his Appeal, 


and retracted it by a Proviſo, that ſuch Clergyman ſhall 
ive us his Thoughts and Opinion as fairly and candidly 
as the Author of the Sermon preached at Derby, Sept. 20. 
1730. has done upon this Head. That is, if he will de- 
liver his Opinion in ſuch a manner that the Qzakers 
may fancy him to be one of the Brotherhood, and cite 
him as their Advocate. For fuch doth the Preacher of 
this Sermon appear to be from thofe Paſfages that are 
cited in the Flalil. But knowing what a defperate Hand 
our Author has at quoting, and being warned by the 
Fate of Biſhop Taylor, not only to pity all Writers 
out of whom he makes Excerpts, but to ſuſpend Judg- 
ment concerning them, till we are aſſured he has not 
mal-traited them, we ſhall forbear all Cenſure, as well 
as all Defence of the ſaid Preacher at 3 till we have 
Opportunity of knowing how his Paſſages lie, and 
whether he be fairly uſed or no. 


_ — — 


9 Rev. xai. 2. And he ſhewed me a pure River of Wa- 
5er. & c. 
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7 CHA P. III. 


RePLY 10 the Remainder of Chap. II. in the 
; Flail, and to Chap. III. in the ſame. 


82 1. I. 


THE Author of the Flail, p. 38. paſſes on to the 
1 Uindicator's third and laſt Paragraph. Where he 
remarks, that the V indicator has ſaid no more than 
Mr. Leſlie had faid before him. However, he is obli- 
ged to the Vindicutor for referring to Mr. Leſlie; 
otherwiſe he had not known perhaps that both made 
uſe of the ſame Expoſition of the Word Bapr:ze. The 
more Teſtimonies one can produce from good Wri- 
ters, Who have agreed in the Interpretation of any 
Pailage, and in their Reaſons for it, the greater the 
Authority of ſuch Interpretation, ſo far as human Au- 
thority goes. And the Vindicator could have ſhewn 
this Expoſition that he gave, to have been commonly 
approved by the beſt Authors from the earlieſt Times 
of Chriſtianity.; and ſo of moſt, or all the other Texts 


he hath made uſe of; whereas our Author can go no 


higher for the Arguments and Expoſitions which he 
borrows, than 1650; unleſs he have Learning enough 
to diſcover that ſome of them are the ſame that wete 
urged by the ancient Hereticks that rejected Water- 
Baptiſm. | 
H1s Buſineſs in the Remainder. of this ſecond Chap- 
ter, and in that which follows, is to ſhew us the true 
Way of expounding Matt. xxviii. 19. which it ſeems 
the Water-Baptiſts, for want of knowing zhe Rules of 
true Interpretation and Conſtruction, have widely mil> 
taken. And here we ſhall ſee whether he hath a bet- 
ter hand at building up, than he has in pulling down. 
HE lays his Foundation thus: “That the true Senſe 
« of che Word Baptize in Matt. xxviii. 19. is better un- 
« derſtood by comparing the ſeveral Places in the Evan- 


. geliſts 


45 


p. 38. 
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ic geliſts where the Word is uſed, as ſpoken by Chriſt, 
« than by looking into the Derivation of the Greek ;" 
that is, the Senſe of the Greek: for the Vindicator had 
only ſaid that baptixe was a Greek Word that ſignifi 
zo waſh; and this is the cuſtomary and obvious Senſe 
of it whenever it is uſed-:{:zzerally in; the Evangeliſts, 
But, according to our Author, without regarding the 
true Sexſe or Meaning of the Word itſelf, we muſt 
find out Chriſt's Meaning by comparing the Places where 
he has uſed the Word. But unlefs we know the Mean- 
ing of the Word itſelf, either by its Derivation, or its 
Ulage by the Greek Writers, eſpecially the ſacred 
ones, how ſhall we know what Chriſt meant by it in 
any of the Places where he has uſed it? Or how 
ſhall we know when he intended to uſe it {:zerally, 
and when figzrazively; tor that is the very Point in 
Diſpute ? 1 e HS; 
HOW EVER, upon this Foundation our Author be- 


. Fins his. Superſtructure: “ As bis, ſays he; is the b 1 


« and moſt certain way of knowing in what Senſe and 
« Signification Chriſt uſed the Word Baptize, we ſhall 
&« lay before our Readers the ſeveral Places in Scripture 


4% quhere Chriſt is ſaid to have uſed it“ And then he 


P. 39. 


tired with the Holy Ghoſt not many Days hence, 


Cites Matt. xx. 20 Pp. With its parallel Place, Mark x. 
35. and alſo Lute xii. 50 4. In all which Places Chriſt 
uſes the Word Bapzzze in a figurative Senſe, deno- 
ting Sufferings for the Truth's Sake, and called by the 
Schoolmen, the Baptiſm of Blood. Next be quotes 
Ads i. r. where our Lord mentions the Baptiſm with 
the Holy Ghoſt. In theſe Places (ſays he) it is evi- 
dent that Chriſt uſed Baptize in a figurative Senſe. We 
grant it; becauſe the Words in the Context oblige us 


to under ſtand: it figuratively. There are, ſays he, in 


8 'Þ Then came to him the Mother of Zebedee's Chil- 
dreti, . — Are ye able to drink of the Cup that 1 ſhall 
drink of; and be baptized with the Baptiſm that I am bap- 
tized with? — Ye ſhall indeed drink of my Cup, and be 
baptized with the Baptiſm that I am baprized with, exc. 

4 But I have a Baptiſm to be baptized with, and how am 
I ftraitened till it be accompliſhed ? 2d 

r John truly baptized with; Water; but ye ſhall be bap- 


* 
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& all the four Evangeliſts but two Places more s, Matt. p. 39. 
« xxviit. 19. and the parallel Place, Mark xvi. 16. 
te where Chriſt uſed the Word; and whoever therefore p. 40. 
| « would rightly underſtand in what Senſe he uſes the 
| „ }/ord Baptize in thoſe Places, they being laſt ſpoke by 
« him, ought to conſider in what Senſe he uſed it in the 
« foregoing Places, Now it muſt be granted, that in 
« the foregoing Places he uſed it altogether in a fizura- 
: « tive Senſe. Therefore it is moſt rational to conclude, 
; that he alſo uſed the Words in a figurative Senſe in 
8 « Matt. xxviii. and Mark xvi.” . 
d TRIsõ is his Argument truly ſtated. For as to the 
n Guard that he puts in againſt a Difficulty that he fore- 
V ſaw, by telling us that he conſiders only thoſe Paila- 
2 ges, in which Chriſt applied the Words Baptize ard p. 40. 
n “ RBaptiſm, either to himſelf and his Diſciples together, 
« or to them only,” it is a trifling Limitation, When 


— we are conſidering in what Senſe our Lord uſed thots [; 
ft Words; which cannot be known without conftder- | 
4 ing all the Places where he uſed them. And it is a if 
ll Limitation that deſtroys our Author's own” Argu- ii 
97 ment. For he excludes by it thoſe very Texts that 
ne are in Diſpute, Matt. XxXviii. 19. and Mar“ xvi. 16. i} 
Re And is forced to own as much himſelf. For having | ki 
iſt aid, p. 39. That in all the four Evanzeliſts there are {| 
= « but theſe two Places more where Chriſt uſed the , ord 1 
he « by applying it to his Diſciples; and having ſaid, p. 40. | 
es that © theſe two Places are the only remaining Texts to l] 
th debe found in Scripture, in which Chriſt uſing the Horas {l 
** % Baptize and Baptiſm, applied them either to himſelf 11 
” « and his Diſciples together, or to them only,” ſubjoins 1 


before he comes to a full Stop, that “e applied zhe p. 40. _ W 
in « Word to ſuch as ſhould be taught by his Apoſties in 


— « Matt. xxviii. 19. and he applied it to ſuch as ſhould 


n 
—— — — 


— 
— 


hil- & believe in Mark xyi. 16.” When he can reconcile { 
aall the latter Part of this Period, or Sentence, with the 1 
ap- former, we will ſubſcribe to all his Obſervations up- 1 


be on the Uſe of this Word. | 
| I x the mean time, by ſetting aſide his impertinent 
am Limitation, we quite alter the Face of his Argument. 


— 


N W 
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p. Baptixing them in the Name of the Father, and of the 
. Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt. = He that believeth and is 
daviized ſhall be ſaved. Pp 
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And wiercas in the Manner he had contrived to put 
it, it appeared, that Chrift had never uſed the Word 
Battiſ;:: but in two Senſes, and both of thoſe figara- 
tive, vit. Bahtiſin of Sufferings, and Baptiſm of the Ho- 
iy Ghoſt: We can now — 1 that he uſed it in uo 
other Senſes, and both of thoſe literal, viz. Baptiſm of 
John, Matt. xxi. 25. with the parallel Places, Mark 
Xi. 30. Luke xx. 4. And the mn of Pots and 
Cups, Gamliouis FAS N md]neiwr, the Baptiſm of Pots 
and Cups, Mark vii. 8. We call theſe wo different 
Sexſes of the Word, becauſe the former is common- 
ly ſuppoſed to have been performed by Immerſion, and 
the other by Spr:akling ©. And they are both, tho' lite» 
ral, as evidently diſtinguiſhable from the Water-Bap- 
tiſm among Chriltians, as the Figurative-Baptitms 
mentioned above are. . | 
N o w let us ſee how the Argument ſtands. Chriſt 
hath uſed the Words Baptige and Baptiſm in two diſs 
trad figurative Senſes. He hath alſo uſed them i two 
d. ſtinct literal Senſes. According to our Author, « 1f 
« we would anderſtand rightly in What Senſe he. uſes the 
« H ord in Matt. xXxviti. and Mark xvi. they being laſt 
&« ſpoke by him, ought to conſider in what Senſe he uſed 
« 2t in the ſuregoing Places.” Agreed. But as it is uſed 
in the foregoing Places ſometimes figaratively, ſome- 


times {::erally, by what Rule mult we proceed in ma- 


king our Choice either of the {:zzeral, or figurative 
Senſe? Our Author lays, that © by the known Rules 
© of [nterpretation aud Conſtruction, no one ts at Liberty 
eto interpret the Word Baptize in aliteral Senſe, which 
* Chriſt had conſtantly, at all other Times, uſed in a 
«« fignrative Sexuſe.” We have ſhewn this to be 4 
NMiltake that Chriſt conſtantly uſed the Word fo. But 
it he had done it, {till the Rule is a falſe one; for we 
tay, on the contrary, that it is a known Rule of true 
interpretation and Conſtruction, that zo one is at Li- 
beriy ty interpret the Wurd Baptize (or any Word) in 
a fixurative Senſe, where it will eaſily bear to be under- 
ſtood in a literal Senſe. And we are willing to take it 
in either, or both thoſe literal Senſes in which Chritt 
nied it, that is to ſay, as it may be underſtood to com- 


* 


See the Reatons, for this in the Defence of Baptiſm with 
Waier, and Inſaæni-Baptiſm aſſerted. 


* 
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prehend both; Immerſion, as in John's Water-Baptiſmn ; 


and Aſperſion, as in the Bapriſm of Pots and Cups, 


Mark vii. 8. | | 


Bur let us take our Author in his own Way; and 


argue the Point upon thoſe Texts only which he hath 
produced. We obſerve, that in our Lord's Diſcourſe 
with the Mother ot Zebedee's Children, Matt. xx. and 
in other Places where he hath figzratively called a 
State of Sufferings for the Truth Bapti/mz, he hath 
uſed the Words Baptize and i in this Senſe 
no lets than twelve or tourteen Times. But he hath 
only uſed it once in the other figarat:ve Senſe relating 
to the Holy Ghoſt, Acts i. 5. Now in which of theſe 
two figurative Senſes are we to underitand theſe two 
latt Texts where the Word occurs, and which mutt 
be expounded by the foregoing Places? In that Senſe 
in which he hath uſed it tourteen 1'imes, or in that 


Senſe in which he hath uſed it but o»ce? Our Author 


ſays, in that Senſe in which it is but once uſed by 
our Saviour. But then Query, Why muſt two Pal- 
ſages, in which no Figure appears, be interpreted after 
one Paſlage which is maniteltly figurative? Eſpecially 
ſince that one Paſſage contains a peculiar Promiſe to 
particular Perſons to be fulfilled within a few Days; 
and fince in that one Paſſage our Lord not only uſes 
the Word Baptiſin figuratively, but allo literally; 
John truiy baptized with Water, but ye ſhall be haptized 
with the Holy Ghoſt, not many Days hence. Since this 


is the only Place in the Bible where our Lord himſelf 


uſeth theſe very Expreſſions Baptiſin with Hater, or 
Baptiſm with the Spirit, why muſt Baptiſn, when it 
ſtands alone, as in Matt. xxviii. be underſtood rather 


of a Baptiſm with the Spirit, than of a Baptiſm with 


Water? Or, by what Rule of Interpretation is our 


Author at Liberty to interpret the Word Bap::ze in a 


figurative Senſe, purely from the Authority of a Paſ- 
lage, in which Chrilt has alſo uſed the Word in a 
literal Senſe? For as to all his other Reaſons for this 
Interpretation, they have no Place in this prefent Ar- 
gument of his, which is wholly concerning Chriſt'r 
uſage of the Word Baptize. | | 
Bor laſtly, to convince him, if poſſible, that this 
Rule of his will by no means ſtand good, let us try 
it by ſome other Word occaſionally uſed by our Savi- 
| H 2 our- 
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applied it either to himſelf, and bis 
derſtand in what Senſe he uſes the Word Cup in theſe 


in this Senſe) in thete Texts alſo, orgs N give 
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our. We will take, for inſtance, the Word Cap, 
wizich occurs in one of, his Quotations along with 
Baptiſin, and which alſo is a Word uſed in the Inſti- 
tution ot the other Sacrament : And ſo may be deem- 
ed a parallel Inſtance. 

CHRIST faith, Matt. xx. 22. Are ye able to drink 
of the Cup that I jhall drink of ? = = = - Te ſhall indeed 
drink o, my Cup. And 1o again in Mark x. 

E 1utth, Matt. xxvi. 39. O my Father, if it be poſ- 
fevle, let this Cup paſs from me. See the like Uſe of 
the Word Matt. xxvi. 42. Mark xiv. 36. Lake xxii. 42. 
Fob xv iii. 11. In all which Places (to uſe our Author's 
own Words) t being evident that Chriſt uſed the Word 
Cup in a figurative Senſe, and there being in all the 
four Evangeliſts but two Places more where Chriſt uſed 
the ord, by 27 it to his Diſriples, it only remains 
to enquire in what Senſe he there uſes the Word. 

MARK ix. 41. M hoſoever ſhall give you a Cup of 
I} ater to drink in my Name, &c. © 

LUKE xXit. 20. {b:s Cup is the New Teſtament of 
my Blood. 5 

TuESE rwo Places (to proceed in our Author's 
own Expreſſions) being the only remaining Texts to be 
found in Scripture in which Chriſt aſiug the Word Cup 

Diſciples together, 
or to them only: Whoſoever therefore would rightly un- 


Places, ought to conſider in what Senſe he uſed it iu 
the foregoing Places. Now it muſt be granted, that whey 
Chriſt applied the Mord Cup to himſelf, aud to Lebedec's 
Chilaren, ihat he uſed the Ward altogether in a figura- 
tive Senſe ; and alſo when he applied it to bis Own Sut- 
tcrings and Paſſion in the Garden of Gethſemane. We 
think it therefore moſt rational to conclude, that He alſo 
uſed the Hord in a figurative Senſe (that is, for a State 
ot Sufferings and Paflion, for he had uſed it conſtantly 


you a Cup of Water, and, This Cup is the New Teſta- 
ment in my Blood. bor by the known Rules of true In- 
terpretation and Conſtruction, no one is at e to in- 
terpret the Word Cup in a literal Senſe, which Chriſt 
* conſiantly, at all other Times, uſed in a figurative 

enſe. | | 


* 


How 
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Ho w ſtrangely have all former Expoſitors of Scrip- 
ture (being deceived, as it ſeems, and blinded by their 
Academical Learning) miſſed the Rules of true Inter- 


pretation aud C onſtruction! Come and learn of our 
Author, all ye who wou'd be Criticks in Language. 


SECT. II. 


IIS next Obervation is,“ we think it very abſurd p. 41. 


« and coutradictory to ſound Senſe to interpret the 
« Words of Chriſt, Mark xvi. 16. He that believeth 
« and is baptized, r be ſaved, of Water-Baptiſm ; 


« for then it uon 


« was in a State of Salvation, tho the Scripture affirms, 21. 


% that bis Heart was not Kight in the Sight of God. 
„But the Baptiſm which Chrift there ſpeaks of, moſt 
* —_— is the Baptiſm that ſaveth ; not the putting 
« away the Filth of the bleſh, but the Anſwer of a good 
« Conſcience towards God, 1 Pet. iii. 21. | 
As the Expreſſion, being in a State of Salvation, 


hath a two-fold Meaning, our Author ſhould have told | 


us in which of the two Senſes he applies it to Simon 
zbe Sorcerer, and then our Anſwer might have been 
ſufficient to confute him. But as he hath not declared 
dis particular Meaning herein, we are under a Neceſ- 
fity a replying to his Objection in both Senſes of the 
Phraſe. | 


Abd firſt, if he means that the Scripture repreſents 


Simon the Sorcerer to be out of a State of Salvation, in 
ſuch Senſe, that it was not poſſible for him to obtain 
Forgiveneſs and Salvation by Repentance, then how 
will he account for what St. Peter ſaid to him on this 


Occaſion, Repent therefore of this thy Wickedneſs, and Acts viii. 


pray God if perbapl the Thought of thine Heart may be 22. 


forgiven thee. He was ſo well aware that this Exhor- 
tation to Simon would ſpoil his Remark in this Senſe 
of State of Salvation, that he takes Care to ſuppreſs 
theſe Words in the very Middle of the Quotation of 
St. Peter's Anſwer to Simon. And indeed he was un- 
der a Temptation to diſguiſe this Circumſtance upon 
another Account; for admitting that Simon the Sorce- 
rer was Capable, through Repentance, of Forgiveneſs, 
and conſequently of Salvation, he was ſo by Virtue 

| | |; O 
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tha: 


ww 


4a Saas, 47a. © 


r Ione Ir II S d 
33 © — na — <Q 


3 


— — 


52 


$47. 


Acts xiii, 


4A Repvry o the Proteſtant Flail, 


of his Faith and Water-Baptiſin, without the Baptiſm 
of the Holy Ghoſt, which St. Peter denied him. 
- Bur, ſecondly, if he only means that Simon was 
at that Time out of a State of Salvation becauſe of his 
Crimes yet untepented of, and hrs Heart not being right 
in the Sight of God, we acknowledge it true: But 
then we obſerve that this makes nothing againſt the 
Buſineſs in hand, which'is Water-Baptiſm. For we 
ſay, as St. Peter did in the other Place cited, that 
the Baptiſm which ſuveth is not the putting "away" the 
Filth of the bleſh, is not the outward Watbing ar 
Sign in Baptiſm, but he Anſwer of a good Conſcience 
towards God, And, conſequently, we agree with out 
Author, that the Baptiſm which Chriſt ſpeaks of, 
ark xvi. 16. is the ſame with that which St. Pere? 
peaks of in his firſt Epiſtle, Chap. iii. N 21. Nei- 
ther of them being the Baptiſm of the Holy Ghoſt 
promiſed by Chriſt, Ads i. 5. but both of them being 
the ſame Baptiſm that was inſtituted by Chriſt accor 
ding to Matt. xxviii. 19. How then doth the Inefficac 
of Water-Baptiſm, to procure any Man or Woman's 
Salvation, appear from either of theſe Texts? Even 
the external Ablution, or putting away the Hilth of 
the bleſh-*", is ſo far efficacious to the putting both 
Men and Women into a State of Salvation, as it is 
neceſſary to their Admittance into that Covenant with 
God, out of which there is no Salvation. They who 
would give it any other Sort of Efficacy than what 
may be aſcribcd. to an inſtituted Means, made neceſ- 


fary to the Attainment of an End, go farther than they 


can warrant. And they who hold it unneceſſary, as 4 
Means, and rejcet it purely becauſe it is Outward, and 
hath Reſpect unto the Fleſh, put from them the Word 
of God, and make the Commandment of Chriit of none 
Effect thro” their own Traditions x. 3 


te tt 3 ** 
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Upon this Text of St, Peter, ſee Leſlie's Div, Inſt. of 
Wat. Bapt. Sec. 6. G. Keith's Arg. againſt Bapt. and the 
Lord's Supper anſwered, Sect. 3. Dr. Bennet's Conſutation of 
Queakeriſm, c. 24. and others. . OS 
r e After all their Exceptions againſt outward Inſtitu- 
tions, the Quakers do as eagerly promote George Fox's 
© Inſtitutions about outward Things, as they —_— to 
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| 4 
5 Our Author has ſome more Obſervations in this 
is Hittory of the Samaritan. Converts, which he lays 9 
ig down in order to make a Conclufion from them. | 
be The Samaritans had been baptized with Water, but 7 
at they had not received the Holy Ghoſt : for as yet he was | 
* ſelien upon none of them, But the Apoſtles coming Acts viii, | 
ve trom Jeruſalem, prayed for them, and laid their Hands 16, 17. | 
M1 en them, and they received the Holy Ghoſt. i | 
he Now the Receiving the Holy Ghoſt was, according p. 42. | 
ar to Peter's Interpretation, a being baptized with the Ho | 
a Ghoft, Acts xi. 17. We allow all this. What fol. | 
ul lows? Why, ſays he, from St. Peter's Interpretation, 

of as well as from the Concern which the 2 had that | 
m4 the Samaritans might receive the Holy Ghoſt, zho' they | | 
ei- were baptized with Water, WE CONCLUDE: the Bap- | 
t tiſm of the Holy Ghoſt, and. not Water-Baptiſm, was 
ng that which Chriſt ſpake of Matt. xxviii. 19. and Mark 
978 xvi. 16. Suppoſe we were to anſwer thus (making w | 
* uſe ot the ſame Fremiſes to bring out a quite contrary f 
urs Concluſion: ) But from Sz. Peter's Interpretation, as | | 
og well as from the Concern that he had that Cornelius, ' 
of and the Gextile Converts with him, might receive Wa- | 
5th ter-Baptiſm, rh they were already baptized with the Holy | 
tix Ghoſt, WE CONCLUDE that Water-Baptiſm, and nos | 


rith e Baptiſm of the Holy Ghoſt, was that which Chriſt | 
zho ſpake of Matt. XXVIIi. 19. and Mark xvi. 16. This Con- 


hat clufion is every whit as good as his. Nay, it is the 
eſe more warrantable. - For St. Peter inſiſts upon the Wa- 
hey ter -Baptiſm after the Holy Ghoſt had fallen upon the 
* Converts, as neceſſary, and by all means to be admi- 
and nilter'd. But in the Caſe of the Samaritan Converts, 
_ there doth not appear the like Necefity that they ſhould 
mw throw down the outward Inſtitutions of Chriſt, George 

* Keith's Arg. of the Quak. anſwer d, Sedt. 6. N 
Us John Gretton, in one of his Pieces, lays the Foundation 


of his Argument againſt Water-Baptiſm in this Text, Heb, 
1. of Vi. 1. Leaving the Principles of the Doctrine of Chriſt, let us 
| the 10 on to Perfection. From the Word Leaving, be infers, 
on of that Water-Baptiſm is to be % of as a firſt Principle. 
5 And by the ſame Way of Arguing the Quakers may get rid | 
Ring. of all the Principles of the Chriſtian Religion. ny ſy: 4 
Fox's © This Book is entitled, John Baptiſt decreaſung, firſt pub» 1 
= hfhed fome Years fince,” but repfinted in 1897. Sit this 
brow || Account in Gee, Kid's rg. of Paik. ge. , 
| | N 
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be endowed with the extraordinary Gifts of the Spirit. 
St. Peter in the one Caſe commanded Water-Baptiſm 
to be adminiſter'd. In the other Caſe he only prayed 
that they might be endowed with thoſe Gifts. The 
one he did by Authority and Commiſſion, as a Thing 
indiipenſible. The other he ſonght for by Prayer, as a 
T bing highly expedient, and tending to the Edification 
of the Church. It Water-Baptiſm be therefore the 
Bapiiſm which is ſtrictly and indiſpenſibly neceſſary, 
and there is but one Baptiſm; then Water-Baptiſm, 
and not Baptiſm with the Spirit (meaning the extraor- 
dinary Eſtuſions of it, as all along underſtood in this 
Controverſy) is the Oze Baptiſm for all Nations in Matt. 
XXViii. 19. and he Baptiſm by which Believers are ſaved 
in Mark xvi. 16. 

« Bur, ſays he, p. 43. by taking Matt. xxviii. 19. 
« and Mark xvi. 16. 20 ve ſpokex of the Baptiiim of the 
« Holy Gnoit, and not Water-Baptiſm, ſeveral abſurd 
« Conſequences are avoided. 

G FOR, is it not 12 ſtrange, ſays he, and abſurd 
« for any to affirm that Chriſt by theſe Words inſtituted 
« Water-Baptiſm in the. Room of Circumciſion ?” If 
this indeed ſhould be affirmed as a neceſſary Conſe- 
quence from theſe Texts alone, it might perhaps ſeem 
ſtrange. But it is no direct Conſequence from them. 
Neither is it in its ſelf an abſurd Poſition. For if 
there be other Reaſons » for ſaying that Water-Bap- 
tiſm came in the Room of Circumciſion, or ſucceeded 
it, as many learned Men have expreſſed themſelves, 
why may it not be ſaid? or, what has our Author to 
object againſt it? Yes, he thinks it “ ſtrange and ab- 
„ ſurd that Chriſ ſhould aboliſh one Ceremony of no 
« moral Efficacy, and inſtitute another in the Place of 
« it, that neither redifie the Mind, nor purges the 
“ Conſcience.” But here he conſiders not that Cir- 
cumciſion had a peſitive Efficacy; and he conſiders 
only the Sign in Baptiſm, or the outward Wathing, 
abſtracted from the internal Effects of it in all worthy 
Receivers. And this, we think, is a ſtrange and ab- 
ſurd Way of repreſenting either the one or the other. 
But he goes on, “ How is it poſſible to conceive, that 
« baptizing a Perſon with Water ſhall put him into & 


oe... 


3 Yide Selden, de Syntdriis Vet. Ebraorum, 1.1, c. 3. 
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« State of Salvation?” Juſt as poſſible as to conceive, 


53 


that a Perſon wilfully rejecting Baptiſm ſhall not be 


put into a State of Salvation; or that a Man-Child 
of the Seed of Abraham, who was not circumciled, 


ſhould be cut off from his People. But, he adds, © How Gen, xvii, 


« can it render him ever the more acceptable to God, 1+. 


« who looks only at the Heart and Frame of the Mind! p. 43. 


But the Heart atid Ftame of the Mind is concerned 
in all Inſtances of Obedience or Diſobedience to the 
divine Commands. And tho' the Matter of thoſe 
Commands be in its own Nature 2zd:fferext, yet the 
Obligation to perform them is moral; and renders the 
2 the more acceptable in the Sight of God; and 
the Neglecter of them the mote odious. | 

AND theſe now are his ſeveral abſurd Conſequences 
that follow upon Water-Baptiſin. Whereas, ſays 
„ he, sf we take theſe Words of Chriſt, He that be- 
« lieveth and is baptized ſhall be ſaved, but he that 
“ believeth not ſhall be damned, zo be ſpoken of the 
% Baptiſm of the Holy Ghoſt, and the purifying Virtue 
« of it, #0 Abſurdity follows.” | | | 

YEs, ſurely. 1. The interpreting this Text where 


baptize may be underſtood literally, by another, Acts. 
j. J. where it is confeſſedly figurative. Sce above, 


N has been ſaid in the Beginning of this Chapter, 
6. . | 

2. THE extending a Protniſe of Chriſt made to the 
Apoſtles, and fulfilled in them, and ſeveral of the firſt 
Converts to Chriſtianity, 70 all Ages, and to all People 
who ſhould believe throughout the World: Contrary 
to Experience and Fact. 

3. I HE making it requifite to a State of Salvation 
that Men and Women be endowed with the miracu- 
lous Gifts of Tongues and Prophecy, and diſcerning 
of Spirits, c. by which no Man alive can be now 
in a State of Salvation. 1 

4. THE making this Text in Mark inconſiſtent with 
the parallel Text in Matt. xxviii. by which it is dire4- 
ed, that all Men ſhould be baptized in the Name of 
Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt. : Which Direction was 
followed in all the Water-Baptiſms of Chriſtian Con- 
verts that we read of in Scripture, but was no Part 
of the Baptiſin of the Holy Ghoſt in any one Inſtance 
there recorded. | | 

4 To 


\ 


p- 43. 


— ES — — — 


— A AE 


N _— _ - —— : — N 3 
- OP nn o 44 r LE Ca A — 
* fe . — . _ 


„ > — 
. 8 - 


56 


A REPLY to the Proteſtant Flail, 


T o theſe we may add one Abſurdity more, in our 
Author's own Way of Reaſoning. He has been plead 
ing hitherto for the Bapziſmz of the Holy Ghoſt, as bein 
the Baptiſm mentioned in Matt. xxvili. Mark xvi. 0 
explaining it by Acts i. 5. and x. 44. and xi. 15. and yin, 
15, 17, 19. where it ſignifies the extraordinary Gifts of 
the Holy Ghoſt conferr'd upon the Apoſtles, and many 
others whom they converted by their Preaching, or 
confirmed by their Prayers, or the Impoſition of. theit 
Hands. But now all of a ſudden he ſhifts his hand, 
and ſhuffles another Kind of Baptiſm with the Holy 
Ghoſt in the Room of that he had been talking of, and 
explains it by the purifying Virtue that attends it; 
which is none other than the internal Grace and Ef- 
fect of Water-Baptiſm duly received. And then he 
adds, * Certainly he that receiveth the Holy Ghoſt, or 
« 7s baptized with it, is in a State of Salvation; as, on 
« the contrary, he that receiveth not, but reſiſteth the 
& Holy Ghojt, is in a State of Damnation.“ Right and 
irne enough, if underſtood of the ordinary Graces and 
Aſſiſtances of the Holy Spirit; but whether it be ſo, 
:f underſtood of the miraculous Gifs of the Holy 
{zhoſt, is another Queſtion. For however we may 
grant, that he who receives the Holy Ghoſt (viz. the pus 
rifyiag Virtues of the Spirit, as he now explains 100 7 
1:2 a State of Salvation ; yet this is neither Baptiſm with 
the Holy Ghoſt (which is the Baptiſm he hath all a- 
long aſſerted, in Oppoſition to that of Water) neither 
is it ordinarily to be obtained or expected without Wa- 
ter-Baptiſin. And however we may grant, that he that 
recetveth not, but reſiſteth the Holy Ghuſt (that is, the 
ordinary Influences of the Spirit, called inward and 
{ſpiritual Grace) 7s in a State of Damnation; yet it is 
not equally true, nor true at all, that every one is in 
a State of Damnation who rece:veth not the Baptiſm 
of the Holy Ghoſt, as diitinguiſhed in Scripture from 
Water-Baptilinz or that reſiſteth the Baptiſm of the 
Holy Ghoſt, which it is in no Man's Power to do, 


unge that Baptiſm hath long ceaſed in the World. 


Taz Reader now is left to judge, whether it is our 
Interpretation of Mark xvi. 16. or our Author's, that 
is chargeable with the abſurd Conſequences. 
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7 Secr. I. _ | 
n | 
i, AVING finiſhed his Obſervations upon Mark 

; | xvi. 16. he proceeds, in his third and laſt Chapter, 

ny p. 44- to ſupport his former Interpretation of the Word 

or Name in Matt. xxviii. 19, He had ſaid, that the Word Letter v5 

if Name was to be taken here iu a figurative Senſe for the Clergy, 

nd, Power. The/ndcator happen'd to ſay, that this Piece Nor- 

oly of Criticiſm was no better than Nozſenſe ; at which chumber. 

nd our Author is much diſpleaſed; tho? he ſhould not be land. p. 3. 

it; I fo, till he hath firſt of all made goodSexſe of this Con- 13% F. 

Ef- ſtraction. And whereas he complains that the /7:z24:- 30 

he cator gave this Argument the Go-by, and did not vouch- p. 54- 

| or I fate to conſider it in his Anſwer, the true Reaſon 

, on of ſuch Neglect may eaſily be gueſſed at; namely, 

the that it appeared to be an Argument quoted by az azo- 

and ee Writer, who was no ways concerned in the 

and iſpute between the Lezter-Writer and the Vindicator. 

ſo, © But now fince it appears that the Argument is owned, 

loly and patronized by our Author, we ſhall give him thoſe 

may Reſpects which were before omitted, and conſider his 

pu- Defence of it very carefully. And though the Vindi- p. 44. 

Th cator was pleaſed to call the Quakers Argument Nonſenſe, 

with Y without attempting to ſhew wherein; we will forbear 

a- to make uſe of > ſevere an Expreſſion, while we ſhew 

ither that the Vindicator was not miſtaken 1 the Thing. 

Wa- WE own that Name is ſometimes uſed in Scripture 

zhat for Power. There are ſome (and Writers of Note too) 

| the who will not yield ſo much as this. Yet we are wil- 

and ling to allow it. But then we ſay that the Word Name 

it is is never to be interpreted of Power, but when the Con- 

is in text requires that Senſe to be put upon it; which is 
iſm I #0: the Caſe of the Paſſage in Diſpute ; much leſs may 
tom | it be interpreted of Power when a manifeſt Force is 
F the put upon the Words, and Violence done to the Con- 
» do, text thereby; which zs zhe Caſe of the Text in Debate. | 
|. To baptize in the Name, is a Phraſe uſed at leaſt | 
; our | ſeven Times in the New Teſtament 2. And we have \| 
that | hewn before, that in all theſe Places one and the fame | 

? Matt. xxviii. 19. Acts ii. 38. and viii. 16. and x. 48. and | 

185 Nix. 5. 1 Cor. i. 13. and i. 15. q 
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Others refer. 


Acts viii. 


16. 


Texts where it moſt naturally bears its primary ang 
literal Senſe; yet we will further ſuppoſe, for the 


A ReyeLy to the Proteſtant Flail. 


Baptiſm (viz. that commanded in the Text) is deno- 
ted a. Now tho', as has been juſt ſaid, it is againſt 
all Rule to interpret Name by Power in any of theſe 


preſent, that the Word Name, in all theſe Texts, is 
capable of his Conſtruction, and may indifferently fip- 
nity Power, or Name in its firſt and obvious Keule 
But then we ſay, that it is highly reaſonable to expound 
the ſame Phraſe where ever it occurs in the ſame Man · 
ner, ViL. to expound it always of Power, or never. 
And that it is highly unreaſonable to allow the Word 
Name its proper and literal Meaning in all theſe Paſ- | 
ſages but one, and to interpret it by Power in that one 
only, which is the principal Text to which all the 


LET us now examine the Point by this equitable 
Rule, and ſce how our Author's Argument will turn 
Out. | 

George Fox, whoſe Writings are the Oracles of all 
the Quakers, was the Perſon that rather hinted than 
gave them this Interpretation of Name in Mate. xxviij. 
19. And it is the only Argument he is ſaid to have 
offered againſt underſtanding that Place of Water- 
Baptiſm. His Words are theſe, d And doth not that in 
Matt. xxviii. ſay, Beptize into the Name? and it not 
that more than in the Name? Next, Barclay and Peun 
argue, that gig 75 Yvoun, into the Name, muſt ſignify in- 
ro the Power of Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt. Will. 
Penn's Reaſon is, Since it is to become their Likeneſs, 
and bear their Image, which is Holineſs e. And for this 
Reaſon, according to them, Baptiſm in this Text, is 
the Baptiſm with the Haly Spirit. | 

Bur it this Obſeryation be a juſt one, then it will 
follow, that the Converts at Samaria who were bap- 
tized by Philip, ele 78 5voun, into the Name of the Lord 
Jeſus, were baptized into the Power of the Lord Jeſus, 
But as it hath been already ſheyyn, that theſe Baptiſms 
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a Chap. 2. Seft. 3. 
b In his Book, entitled, Something in Anfwer to the Ola 

Common- prayer Book, Printed at Loxdon. 1660. p. 18. 
© Defence of GojpelsTruths, againſt the Biſhop of Cork's Te. 
many. Lond. 1698. p. 72. N | 
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in the Name of the Lord Jeſus were the very ſame, ix 
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Point of Form, with that commanded in Matt. xxviii. 
(ſee Chap. 2. Set. 3.) Therefore theie Samaritans muit 
be underſtood to have been baptized into the Power, 
not of the Lord Jeſus only, but of the Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghoſt. And that is, as they tell us, with the 
Baptiſm of the Holy Spirit. And yet this cannat be, 
for the Holy Ghoſt as yer was fallen upon none of them, 
only they were baptized into the Name of the Lord Feſus, | 
Then the Apoſtles laid their Hands on them, and they Acts viii. 
received the Holy Ghoſt. 1 | 

Tu Caſe was juſt the ſame as to thoſe Canverts 
which St. Paul found at Epheſus, who had not ſo much Acts xix, 
& heard of the Holy Gboſt, and conſequently had never 2. 
been baptized with Chriſtian Baptiſm. He bapzized 
them gis 73 droun, that is, according to this Interpreta - V 5. 
tion, with zhe Baptiſm of the Holy Ghoft. And yet 
we are told preſently after, that when he bad laid his 6. 
Hands ao them, the Holy Ghoft came on them, and 
they ſpake with Tongues, aud prophecy d. Therefore, 
either this Interpretation cannot be right, or they were 
baptized with the Holy Ghoſt, V 5. in the manner 
directed, Mart. xxviii. 19. And were baptized with : 
the Holy Ghoſt again, Y 6. in the manner promiſed | 
by Chriſt, A#s i, 5, Will our Author agree to this? 

AND what ſhall we make of thoſe Paſſages of St. 
Pazxl to the Corinthians, Were ye baptized in the . 
Name of Paul, 176 T3 avouny, into the Power of Paul? . Cor, 1. 


16,17. 


I thank God that I baptized none of you but Criſpus 13. 10. 1. 


and Gaius, leſs any ſhould ſay that 1 had baptized in 
mine own Name; eie 73 iu ovoun, into mine own 
Power. Had the Corinthians been capable of ſaying, 
or ſuſpecting this, the Apoſtle had greater Reaſon ſtill 
to thank God that he bad baptized ſo few of them. 

AND this may ſuffice to ſhew the Abſurdity of this 
Criticiſm upon the Phraſe 5:0 the Name d. | 

Ir qur Author ſhall think fit to quit this Diſtincti- 
on made by his Brethren, between in and into, and 


— — Ee em at 


d The true Meaning of baptixing in or into the Name of 
any Perſon, may be ſeen in 25 de Baptiſmo, Diſp. 2. 


Theſ. 5. Marlorat, and Muſculus, and moſt of the Come 
mentators on Matt. ; 


aſſert, 
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| aſſert, that 31g 73 zvV ens means no more than ip or aq, x 
ovoualt, in the Name, and fignifies and ſhould be ren - 5 
p. 21, 54, der'd in the Power (for 10 it is he renders it himſelf) 
aud 55, or by Virtue of the Power; yet ſtill theſe four Paſ- 
ſages above-mentioned, even when thus underſtood 
and render'd, will equally overturn his Hypotheſis; 
and remain effectual Proofs, that to be baptized in the 
Power, &c. cannot mean Baptiſm with the Holy Ghoſt, 
for the Reaſons juſt now given. We may alſo now 
add the other two Texts, Ads x. 48. and ii. 38. St. 
Peter commanded Cornelius and his Friends to be bap- 
tized, zy r 6roua]:, in the Name, or in the Power (ac- 
cording to our Author) of the Lord. But this could 
not be Baptiſm with the Holy Ghoſt, for that, as he 
himſeff obſerves, they had received but juſt before; 
for it was the Reaſon why they were alſo to be bap- 
tized with Water. And when the ſame Apoſtle, on 
| the Day of Pentecoſt, exhorted the Fews to repent 
As ii, and be baptiſed every one of them, im? 75 3rbualr in the 
38. Name of Jeſus Chriſt, this Baptiſm was for the Re- 
miſſion of their Sins: And then he further promiſes 
them, that they ſhall receive the Gift of the Holy 
Ghoſt, which was the Baptiſm of the Spirit. : 
IN all theſe Inſtances therefore there is a manifeſt 
Diſtinction between the Baptiſm which was admini- 
ſter'd with Water in the Name of the Lord Jefus, 
and the Baptiſm of the Holy Ghoſt. One was not 
the other. ET | 
WE ſay then, to ſum vp this Argument, How 
comes it to paſs that, of all the Places where this Ex- 
preſſion occurs, fam)ilzy eie 73 ayiye, Or iv, Or it 78 
erbat, Which are no fewer than ſeven, it ſhould in 
ix of them ſignify Baps:ſm with Water, in the Name 
of Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, and here only in Matt. 
XVIII. where the Expreffion firſt occurs, and by which 
all the reſt arc to be expounded, it muſt needs 'fignify 
2 quite different Thing, viz. 'Baptiſm with the Hol 
Got, iu the Power of the Father, Son, and. Holy Ghoſt 
Far, to. uf. Dr. Beunet's Words on a like Occaſion, 
where he is ſpeaking of the Texts relating to the Bap- 


tiſin of the 'Holy Ghoſt. | | 
« Ir there be ſeven Texts in which the Phraſe is 
found, and if the Phraſe doth evidently ſignify after 
& this manner in lis of them, I appeal to any Perſon 
5 « what- 


ee tr VB we 


ARE TV to the Proteſtant Flail. 
„ whatſocyer, whether it ought not to be ſo under- 
« ſtood alſo in the ſeventh and laſt, provided that. 
« Senſe will tairly ſuit the Place e.“ : 


WE are willing to put the whole Point upon this 
Iſſue. There are fix Texts. expreſly mentioning Bap- 
tiſm with the Holy Ghoſt, which is not a Water» 
Baptiſm. There are fix more that ſpeak of baptizing 
in the Name, &c. which in all thoſe fix Texts is a 

| Water-Baptiſm. Now query, Whether the Phraſe in 
Matt. XXViii. 19. baptizing-1u the Name, &c. doth not 

oblige us. to underſtand it, as we do thoſe fix Texts, 
of Water-Baptiſin in the Name, &c. rather than un- 
Grand th as wedo thoſe other fix Texts, of Baptiſm 
with the Holy Ghoſt? In none of which either the 
Word Name or the Word Power is to be found. - 
WHEN our Author has cleared up theſe Difficul- 
ties, that attend his Conſtruction of Matt. xxviii. 19. 
and ſhewn that he hath ſomething more for it than his 
own Will and Pleaſure, or that of his Brethren the 
Quaker, then we will be bound that the indicator 
ſhall retra& his having charged him with talking Nox- 
ſenſe in this whole Matter. . | „ 
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/ IN the mean time, let us conſider how our Author 

us. ſupports bis Poſition, that Name and Power are equi- 1 
not valent Expreſſions, or promiſcuouſly uſed in Serip- 1 
5 ture. 3 | 

_  « I the firſt Place then (ſays be) we obſerve, that p. 54; 
Ex- „ when Chriſt ſaid, I bere two or three are gathered fn: 
* e together in my Name, there am I in the Midſt of 


— « them, he manifeſtly ſpoke of his Power and Spi- 


. 


7 


kick HE did fo, as all agree, in thoſe Words, there aw | 
= I in the Miaſt of them. But his Power or Spirit is not | 
* pl KY ſignified by the Word Name, as our Author ſup- | 
Ho! 4 poſes ; for that would make the Senſe of the Paſſage | 
=” to be this, Where two or three are gathered together in | 
Hap” e Bennet's Confutation of Quakeriſm, Ch, 19. The Texts | 
7 bþ that the Door refers to, wherein the Baptiſm of the Holy 
aſe 18 Ghoſt is mentioned, are Matt. ili, tt. Mark i. 8. Luke iii. 16s | 
SE John i. 33. Acks i. 5, andxi. 16, 1 j 
EL : 5 i : 77 | 
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Mark xvi. 


27. 


p. 45. 


p. 45. 


A REPLY to the Proteſtant Flail. 
my Power and Spirit, there am I in my Power and Spi- 
et them. 5 
Burt we have not yet got his whole Sentence. 
which is this: He — ſpoke of his Power and 
Spirit, which are ſynonymous Terms in Scripture. Whes 
ther he means that Power and Spirit are Synonymous in 
Scripture, or Power and Name, or Spirit and Name, 
or that all three are ſynonymous with each other, we 
will not undertake to determine. Nor do his Inſtances 
produced ſo much as foew what he meant, ſo far ate 
they from proving what he deſigned by them. In his 
firſt (1 Cor. v. 4*.) all the Words, Name, Spirit, and 
Power occur, but are plainly diſtinguiſhed from each 
other, as bearing different Senſes. In his ſecond (Phil. 
iii. 38.) neither Name nor Power are ſo much as men- 
tioned. Spirit indeed is, but not ſo as to be capable 
of ſignifying either Name or Power. In his third (1 Cor. 
vi. 11 v.) Name and Spirit occur, but in different Senſes, 
and neither of them ſignifying Power. ; | 
Mosr certainly then he hath ventured upon this 
Academical Word Synonymous, without knowing what 
it imported, for otherwiſe he could hardly have brouglit 
three Teſtimonies to vouch for a Thing which they 
all declare againſt. Þ - | 
« SECONDLY, ſays he, When Chriſt ſaid, In my 
« NAME ſhall they _ out Devils; they ſhall ſpeak 
« with new Tongues ; they ſhall take up SERPENTS, 
Ke. he certainly meant, ix and 6yhis Power, c.“ 
No doubt he meant they ſhould do theſe Things 
thro* the Power he would give them for that Purpoſe; 
but that Power is not expreſſed in this Text by the 
Word Name. Yes, he ſuppoſes it is, Hor (mind his 
Reaſon) © in the parallel Place, Luke x. 19. the Word 
« Power ig expreſly xſed. Behold, I give unto you 
« Power to tread on Serpents and Scorpions,” Ec. 


ts, 


**— 


t In the Name of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, when ye are 


gathered together, and my Spirit, with the Pouer of the 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt. 


s For we are the Circumciſion which worſhip God in 
the Spirit, and rejoice in Chriſt Jeſus, and have no Con - 
fidence in the Fleſh. 

h But ye are waſhed, but ye are ſanQified, but ye are 
qJuſtified in the Name of the Lord Jeſus, and by the Spirit 
of our God, Þ | | 
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A REPLY to the Proteſtant Flail. 
Bor to this we Anſwer, that the Words, i» 


Nare, Mark xvi. 17. relate only to the firſt Clauſe * 


of that Text, hey ſoall caſt out Devils (and what is 
meant by caſting out Devils in the Name of Jeſus; we 
al! may eaſilyj know from the Inſtances that Scripture 
aud Antiquity afford us; it was by pronouncing 515 
ume, or by exorciling in His Name ;) but are not to 
be extended to every Clauſe that follows, as if it were 
laid, Ia my Name they ſhall take 75 Serpenis; or it, in 
, Name they drink any deadly thing, it hall not hurt 
hem. Therefore his parallel Text is really no Parel- 
in that Particular where he ſuppoſed it would be 
a\logwed 10. The Parallel to that Particular, are the 
Words in Juke, at Þ 17. Lord, even the Devils are 
{:cb:ect to us thro' thy Name. Beſides, he gives us no 
Reaſons, even in his own Way of urging this Paral- 
lot, why Name, in a Paſlage in Mark, ſpoken to the 
Apoſtles, is Hnonymous with Power in a Paſſage in 
L:ike, ſpoken to the ſeventy Diſcipies ; or, why a 
third Paſſage in Matt. xxviii. which relates to a dif- 
tcrevt thing, ſhould be interpreted by either of them. 


As third and laſt Argument is taken from the p. 45. 


Zueſtion of the High Prieſt and Rulers of the Fews to 
Veter and John, who had healed the lame Man that 
{2t at the Gate of the Temple, and from Peter's An- 


wer to their Queition. The Queſtion was, By whaz P. 46. 


= wer, or by what Name have ye done this? Here, lays 
eg we plainly fee that Name was uſed by them in a fi- 
gurative Seuſe for Power. That is, he will needs have 
it that they asked the Apoſtles, By what Power, or by 
h Power hate ye done this? Whereas the Disjunc- 
te ſhews, that has meant to diſtinguiſh them, and 
dic not intend one and the fame thing by two Words 
ot an obvious different Signification. And this is con- 
ned by St. Peter's Anſwer, In the Name of feſus 
„ Nazareth, een by him doth this Man ſtand before 
ze whole. | | 

s to his other Text out of the New Teſtament, 


gi iv. I2. and Phil. ji. 9. where he ſays Name is p. 45 and 
for Power; we ſhall refer him for an Anſwer to 46. 


br, Keach's Key of Scripture Metaphors, under the 

enth Indtance of « Metonymie of the Adjunct. 
NAME is put for the Thing itſelf. Ads iv. 12. 

[here is us other Name under Heaven given unto 
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Mew whereby we muſt be ſaved; i. e. there is no 
« other Way or Means of Salvation but by Chrif, 
40 0 i. 21. Every Name that ir named; i. e. every 
th in ung in Nature. 

Ir notes allo Dignity or Eminence, Pbil. ii. 9, 
9 W hercjore God alſo hath highly exalted him, and given 
% him a Name ren is above every Name i.“ 

AND baving now ſheun (ſays our Author) that 
© Chriſt and bis Apoſiles 0 the ord Name for Power, 
« we ball ſbe d that it was common with the Prophets 
„ le do the ſame; and bow light a the V indicator 
mah ſet by the Quakers Argument, yet We truſt this 
e rhicetold Cord is not quickly broken.” 

T wo Figs of his Cord, which ought to have been 
the [trongelt, have proved, upon Einadon, like 
the Vitht that Delilah attempted to bind Sampſon withal ; 
and are broken as a Thread of Low 75 broken when 12 
rouche lb the Fire. 

WAI Strength remaineth in the third or 2 
tical Part of this Cord, we ſhall not enquire 1 ato, tor 
theſe Realons. 1. That we believe the Reader hath 
already bad enough of his Manner of Interpreting, 
from the Specimens given of it on the New Teſta- 
ment, and will have no Curioſity to ſee his Expoſi- 
tions on the Prophets examined. 2. That we have al- 
rcady 19d all, and perhaps more, than was requiſite 
to J aſtify that l aflage in the indication wh ich Was ex- 
cepted againſt, aud Ogcaſioned this Debate. And, 

2. which is the moit material, 1 hat we cannot, with 
iufficient Certainty, find what it is our Author aims or 
diives at for ten or 4 dozen Pages together: For hay- 
ing got into the Prophetical Book and Style, and into a 
kpüne a1 Way of Interpreting, he wrices 10 incoherent!y 

and looſely to the End of the Chapter, mixing Prophecy, 
Myſtical D:vimuty, and Quakeriſua together, that it is 

dificu!t to dilcern and purſue his Reaſonings (if they 
may be called ſo) thro' ſach a Miſt. Only we ob- 
ſerve what is the Dritt of his Quotations, and the final 
Retait of his Reaſonings, v:3. the old Story, that 
i Name 27 #jcd n a jig; arative Jenſe for Pow er in 
6 Matt. xxviii. 19.“ *T bat the Baptiſin there ſpoken 
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« Holy Spirit.“ And“ that the 


« proved and witneſſed.” 

HE ſhorter and wiſer Way, ſince this muſt at laſt 
be the Concluſion, had been not to have reaſoned the 
Point at all: For that Academical Way of coming to 
a Concluſion never doth and never will ſucceed with 
our Author. He had better take Example from Will. 
Peun k, who, ſpeaking of Baptiſm and the Lord's Sup- 
per, makes uſe of this ſhort and deciſive Argument 
againſt their being received, as they always have been 
in the Catholick Church: We can teſtiſy, ſays he, from 
the ſame Spirit by which Paul renounced Circumciſion, 
that wy (viz. Baptiſm and the Lord's Supper) are 20 


he rejected, as not now required. Or he may take the 


ſame compendious Way of dealing with his Adverſa- 
ries, that another of their Authors has made uſe of, 
who ſays , All are Heathens, and no Chriſtians, who 
cannot witneſs this (viz. the Quakers ſpiritual Baptiſm) 
and who can witneſs this, denies all others. 

THis is a conciſe and effectual Way. Theſe are 
Hails againſt which there is no Defence. It is ſafer 
to affrm without giving any Keaſon at all, than to 
give ſuch Reaſons as only contradict and diſprove the 
Ahr mation. | | 


In ſhort, if the Quakers would but be content to 


keep their Principles and Doctrines to themſelves, and 


not preach them about, and endeavour to obtrude them 
upon every Body, they might both eſcape thoſe Cen- 
ſures, and that Scorn which they bring upon them- 
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ct of, is not a Water-Baptiſm, but the Baptiſm of the p. 57. 


Quakers have this p. 59. 
„ Baptiſm, as Numbers of them bave experimentally 


ſelves. Oür Author tells us, That the priacipal Ceu- p. 57 and 


«* cern of the People in Scorn called Quakers, from their 58. 


« trembling at the Power and Word of God, has been to 
& call 2 invite all Men to witneſs with them the 
'© Baptiſm of the Holy Spirit, knowing it to be the Sum 


— — 


k In his Book againſt Tho, Hicks, called, Reaſon again 
Railing, See George Keith's Preface to his Arguments of the 
Nafers againſt Baptiſm and the Lord's Supper anſwered. And 
= his Fourth Narrative of the Proceedings at Turners-Hall. 

„II. p. 106. | | 

| * Book, entitled, Some Principles of the Elec People 
of God, in Scorn called Quakers, p. 75. LON 
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4. of Religion; the ALL in ALL in ſibe Morſpip of 
&« God.” Bur Men mnlt be 1#vzzed by ſomething that 
is worthy their Attention: If any of the Quater Teas 
chers could teſtity their having the ſame. Spirit that St. 
Paul had, not barely by ſaying fo like Will. Penn, 
but by the ſame kind of Teſtimony that St. Paul gave 
of his Spirit, it would be an Invitation te hearken to 
them: Or could we lee © the Liberty of the Apoſto- 
« lick and Primitive Churches reſtored among them," 
as our Author tells us, p. 58. this would be. ſomes» 
thing. Or could they give us any ſound and ſuffici 


ent Reaſons for what they would teach us from the 


written Word of God, which is both Weir and our 
Rule of Faith and Practice, there would be proper 
Means of iaviting and perinading Men to teſtify with 
them. Hut it their Calls and Invitatious amount to na 
more than confident Aſſertions, and upon Points too, 
which when they offer to Reaſon upon, they. ſhew 
that they do not underitand ; and theſe delivered like- 
wile with a kind of Contempt of all human Learn» 
ing, and without any Teſtimony of their being _ 
ter-nuturally inſtructed themſelves; they are likely 
{til] to retain to themſelves a thoſe Bleſſings, and 


( mfurts, and wonderful Hffects of the Baptiſm of the 


p. 58, 59, 
60. 


p. 59. 


Spirit, which our Author to much magnifies and ex» 
tols in his three laſt Pages, | 
As for any thing which is really good in them, we 
are far from H uming it, farther from ſcorning it: And 
as for any Happineſs or Comforts they may partake 
of in their own Way of Religion and Worſhip, we 
are far from envying them in their Felicity; We ſin— 
cercly with them to improve in every good Word and 
Work, in every thing that may tend to their real 
Benefit, and final Happineſs. But if they will ftrietly 
argue the Pojurt with us, that they are the oxly People 
that are Christians, the ozly People that have any true 
ſpiritual Religion, or ſpiritual Horſhnp, the only People 
that rezone the Horld, that govern their Paſſions, that 
leve their Enemies, that have Solriety and Gravity in 
their Habit, and Speech, and Coverſation, and whate- 
ver is Hecaming the Hulineſs of the Chriſtian Name and 
Profeſſian; we may happen not only to differ from 
them upon £tnis Queſtion, but to refute them alla up- 
on tne Enquiry, | 1 
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of his Preface to his Par 


A REPLY to the Proteſtant Flail. 


Ir would indeed, be a bleſſed Thing, as Biſhop Pa- 
trick ſays, if we would all lay afide our Diſſentions, 
Strifes, aud Quarrels, and ſtudy the Leſſons our Lord 
hath taught #5.. But. let them who cauſeleſly bring on 
theſe Strifes aud Difſentions, and who obſtinately 
maintain them, bear the Blame of them. Why are the 
Quakers moſt commonly found to be the Aggreſſors 
and Challengers to the Diſputes between us and them ? 
Why will they not let us peaceably follow the Inſti- 
tutions our Lord hath commanded us to obferve, but 


p. 61. 


reproach us with being impoſed upon by the Ignorance. Letter to 
aud Tricks of defegning Men, who make a Gain of God- the Clergy 
lizeſs? If they think they juſtify themſelves in theſe of Nor- 
Calumnies, by faying, that zhey preach themſelves with- thumber. 
out Reward, they are miſtaken; for that will neither land, 
indemnify them for miſtepreſenting others, nor free P- 12. 


their own Calls and Invitations to their own Goſpel, 
from Exception. They need zo HIRE to preach, ſays 
our Author. But it they eed both Commiſſion and A- 
bilities to do fo, the Hire is out of the Queſtion. For 
neither is their Labour worthy of it, nor themſelves en- 
titled to it, becauſe they are not ſen. 
H E concludes all with a Problem, which he leaves 
with his Reader to conſider of, in order to find the 
Solution; viz. What People now bear the neareſt Re- 
ſemblance to a certain excellent Deſcription of a PEOPLE 
formed upon the Plan and Principles of Chriſtianity, and 
tranſcribed from Eraſmus Bio Patrick, in the Cloſe 
aphraſe on Eccleſiaſtes? Which 


p · 58. 


p. 63. 


Deſcription he has ſet down at length. He endea- p. 61, 62, 
yours indeed to put us into a Way of expounding it, 63. 


by printing in large Characters all thoſe Expreſſions 
in it that he thinks are any ways applicable 20 the 
Ozakers in particular; otherwiſe we dare anſwer for 
it, no body would have thought of hem. However, 
he ſeems to think that Eraſinus prophefied concerning 
their Se, and that the Prophecy, now that it is ful- 
filled, and explained by the Completion, is clear and 
evident to all who attend to it. And he calls upon 


the Vindicator to ſpeu that the Words were not Biſhop p. 63. 


Patrick's Sextiments, the* he has ſa far adopted them as 
to incorporate them with his. own. 


Ir he means that Biſhop Patrick thought the Qua- 
ters bore the neareſt Reſemblance to this W 
0 
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A REPLy to the Proteſtant Flail. 


of any People in the World; we anſwer, that we 
believe that Prelate, whoſe Judgment was undeniably 
good, had no more an Eye to the Quakers, or a Re. 
ſpect to their Principles and Manrrers, in quoting this 
Deſcription, than he had to the Mahometans and the 
Turkifh Maxims and Cuſtoms. Nay, that he thoug|: 


of them as little as Eraſmus himſelf did, who lived 


before they were a People. 

- Bur yet, ſo far as this Deſcription will really ſuit 
them, ſo far as it is applicable to them on Account 
of any thing that is Praiſe-worthy in them, Jet them 
in God's Name have the Benefit of it. The nearer 
Reſemblance they have to it, the more for their Credit; 
which we are ſo far from deſiring to impair from an 
invidious Diſpoſition, that we heartily wiſh-they may dai- 
ly grow more and more /ike that People which Eraſmus 
geſcribes. For however we may find it neceſlary to 
Elear up to them their Miſtakes, and to oppoſe their 
novel Doctrines and falſe Reaſonings; yet whatever 
ts good and commendable in any of their Perſons, Prin- 
ciples, or Manxers, we ſhall always be ready to acknow- 
ledge, and give it its due Reſpe& and Honour. 
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